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i my [ novel 5 ſe of the prophecy [Behold a a 
Virgin ſhall conceive, | &c.] will not ſerve, 
ſome other Senſe may i in time be found out. 
_ Green's Letters, p. 8 ö. 
' Thou mayſt be ſure it is true, tho there ſhould 
be ten thouſand difficulties objetted. to Fs 2 
|... which Fhou art not able to anſwer. = 
£ Y 0 LE DS 2 Lors 8 Brief — P. 92. =. 7 7 


E delay of the publication 
© Qi} of the following Letter, Gc. 
gives me an opportunity to 
add ſomething in this place 
on occaſion of a new book of 
Mr. Gxt eN's, intitled, 4 Dz/courſe pro- 
ving the Re ſurrection of Chriſt, and 7 
ing that it is a ſufficient demon ſtratiom of 
the truth F Chriſtianity. 2 
I. Mr. GREEN after obſerving, that 
the * reader will find a reflettion or, P. f 
two on ſome paſſages im a Diſcourſe | ; 
of the Grounds, Sc. adds, that his ta- 
king notice of this book, after having 
lately made ſome remarks upon it in 
five Letters to the author, does not pro- 
ceed from any di ſreſpect to that gentleman, 
but a regard to truth. And therefore, ba. 
Ving been told that I + inſinuate, ſays Mr. t La, 
GREEN, that the ſaid author is an enemy? 26. 
To natural religion, I freely own, that had 
J been ſenſible, that my words would Ne 
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. Writing againſt a book, we conceive 
erroneous, is ſo reaſonable a thing, has ſo 
direct a tendency to the information of 
men, and is alſo ſo kind, civil, and hu- 
man in itſelf, Las implying good - wil to 
to the author of the book and to all the 
world ,] that to make an apology for ſuch 
writing, as not proceeding - from diſre. 


pet to the author, is either charging 
others with being ridiculouſſy offended, 


or ſuppoſes ſome Aiſpectſul delign or con- 
duct, which needs an aſſurance in words, 
= #0 djreſpet? was intended, in order 

qualify what would probably be deem- 


| ed Difpeſpeetful. But however this be, 


Mr. Gxztn had no need to make any 
apology i on account of the anther he op- 


© poles; that author being, I am perſwa- 
455 not in the leaſt concern'd about any 


eee ſhewn him, who could not pub- 

liſh ſuch a work, as he has done, without 
ſuppoſing and deſpiſing Aiſreſpect; which 
I own I am ſurprized to find injures not 
him in the World's opinion, but only 


. thoſe who uſe it, inſomuch, that for 
their own fakes they are red 0 make 


e we : a 


— 


| a. Pro. 


bas a drach 
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—— [and Irkm. canto hs 


men are under accuſations of guilt; and 
men are to be tried by the facts, upon 
which the accuſations are grounded, and 
not by Profeſſions ſubſequent to thoſe ac- 


cuſations. Is there any difficuſy in fup- - 


poſing, that a man, who does an ill thing, 


ſhould endeavour to recover his reputa - 
tion, by doing another? Men ſay and do 
many fooliſh or ill things, which they 
ſometimes think to receive applauſe for 
from the world: but finding themſelves 
diſcover'd, or themſelves deceiv'd in their 


expectations, they run to excuſes and 
pretended intentions, to throw off guilt; 


which all men are backward to own of 
themſelves. And it ſeems more natural 
for men, who have ſaid an ill thing, to 


pretend they meant other wiſe than their 


words import {thereby covering them- 
ſelves with what cannot be demonſtra- 
tively diſprov'd] than by acknowledging 


guilt; which they think will diſcover 


too plainly what ſort of men they are. 
3. Mr. GzEzn's words having the 


couſtruction, he mentions, put upon them 


LI preſume by his friends; and I add by 
every body, I have met with, who pre- 
ſently obſery'd the impertinence and ma- 
lice thereof] as the natural conſtruction, 

or probable conſtruction, ought juſtly to 


a 2 have 
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have that conſtruction put upon them: 

for calumny is what men generally en- 
* deavour to diſguiſe a little, at the ſame 

ime, that they deſign it to be under- 
ſtood. And he is exceedingly unfortu- 
nate, when he intended to be civil, and 
was abſolutely innocent of all crime, 
that he ſhould write ſo, that all men 
[his friends not excepted] ſhould think 
his words would bear a conſ{rut7:on, that 
implied the utmoſt rudeneſs and calum- 
ny, whereof they did not think him in- 
capable! . 

4. As to his Profeſhon, viz. that Fa- 
king notice of the Diſcourſe of the Grounds 
proceeded not from any diſreſpect to the 
author, but regard to truth, and own- 

ing, upon his having been told, that he 
in ſinuated the author of the Diſcourſe to 
be an enemy to natural religion, that had 
he been ſenſible his n. Would have 
born ſuch a conſtruction, he would have 
expreſſed himſelf in a different manner; 
1] muſt obſerve, that I have been told 

[ſince having been told is, it ſeems, a 
ſufficieat foundation tor introducing per- 
ſonal matters into a theological contro. 
Wy cr GRE ns rg were 
origin raught with onal abuſes, 
many of which, 3 OD, 
friends, he: ſtruck out, nay, took a jour- 
ney to London on purpoſe to reform = 
3 c | Work 


PREFACE. 


| work in that reſpect, after his rs 
had been ſent to the preſs; is pa ha 
his book. being all writ in that ſpi- 
rit, it ſeems natural to ſuppoſe, ei- 
ther that he ſhould not eaſily be able 
to mark or blot out all his ſtrokes of 
that kind [for many ſuch are ſtill left] 
or elſe, that he ſhould deſignedly leave 
4 10 err few ſtrokes, tor the reaſon afore- 
II. As to his 2 or Se, 
fome paſſages in t i ſcour ſèe of the 
Grounds, 5 the book before us, I ob- 
ſerve, that his firſt reflection is, (that 
| *© * there is no reaſon to ſpeak [with a p. 30. 
„ © late 4 author] of Jonas's ly ying three 1, , 
| „ days and three whole nights in the G, unde 
« whale's belly, and then wes out of . 10, 11. 
“ it, as an allegory of Cu RIST's reſur- 93. 94. 
H rection; or to repreſent Jesus or his 
4 Apoſtles arguing from it.” He then 
proceeds to ſhew, that J=svs- did not 
make ſuch uſe of it, but bes ** | 
another manner from it. 


In anſwer to which I ſay, 

* J Firſt, That the D our of the 
Grounds does not repreſent JIEsus, as 
arguing allegorically from the caſe of Jo- 

NAS, and proving his re/irreczzon from 
thence, nor takes any manner of notice 

of the uſe Jesus makes of the hiſtory of 
Wen but takes notice only of St. Paur's 


arguing 
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_ arguing allegorically from thence. Mr. 
GREEN 's reflection or argument therefore, 
if deem d pertinent to the Diſc our ſè, muſt 
3 he That Jesvus's uſing the 
*. MEOTY ot JONAS to One purpole, proves 
„St. Paul could not uſe 8 

. © purpoſe, no ways inconſiſtent with the 


1 


JJC ͤ ͤ ͤ . 2s tf, ns 3, 
- [2.] As to there being #0 reaſon to re- 
preſent the Apoſtle's [that is St. PAT] 
arguing allegorically from the hiſtory of 
JoN As, in behalf of CRAIST'Ss RRSUR- 
RECTION, Which the Diſcour ſe repre- 
ſents St. Paul to do, and is the ſole mat- 
ter in queſtion; Mr. Gx REx ſays not one 
word in particular to that point, and con- 
ſequently has given no occaſion for any 
reply. However, I will obſerve in be- 
half of the Di ſcourſe, that when the Di/- 
cour ſe ſpeaks of St. Paul's arguing alle- 
gorucally from the hiſtory of Joxas, it 
« .- Ipeaks according to the common inter- 
Rik _ pretation of the * Words of St. Pavr, ſay- 
+ Die. ing expreſly, that Paul ir /uppord [that 
7. 11. is, by ſome of his interpreters] to ground 
his aſſertion, Sc. on the hiſtory of ſox As, 
Hd. as well as from the neceſſity of fo un- 
* derſtanding St. Paul. And therefore, it 
would have been as proper for Mr. Gx EEx 
to have given us his bare affirmatior 


againſt the chriſtian interpreters, and to 
have ſaid they had uo reaſon, as to ſay, 


* 
* 
o 


that 


- 


i n 
BG 


that the ant hit of 'the Diſeaſe had tio 

reaſon; and withal, if ſuch: an aſſertion 
in the Diſcourſe any way impeach'd the 
doctrine of CHRIST “SC reſurneckion, to 
direct to the true and original quiver 
from whence that arrow proceeded, and 
not to the Di ſcou: ſe which follows thoſe 
chriſtians interpreters. 


III. His next reſlaction i is, 4 * That · 131. 
„ CyxrrsT's reſurrection was the accom- 


ppliſhment of his own predictions; and 
| < hat prophecy is repreſented by the 
8 , author 150 the Diſcourſe of the Grounds, 
« as the beſt foundation, whereon to 
4 „ build any religion, who exp e tas 
us, that prophecies in an inſpir 
| are, en fulfilPd, ſuch as 
deem d ſure and ne 
« Proofs. And fince the prophecies be- 
6 ing deliver'd by an inſpir'd perſon, 
« vzvd voce, makes not the leaſt altera- 
tion in the argument, the reſurrection 
© of CHzIsT, being a fulfilling of his 
& prophecies, is -aſtly to be deem d a fire 
« and demonſirative proof of the — of 

A chriſtianity.” _ 

This reflection is fo far un having any 


oppoſition to the Di/conrſe, that ir is gi- 
ving it a ſort of divine authority, and pro- 


ving from thence, to his + common Pev- + FOY 


ple, the certain foundation of Chriſtia- 
NN But if he intends it for a * 
is 
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his demonſtration of Clviſtianity to the 
Deifts, I conceive it. defective, without 
proving the inſpiration of the Perſon 


NN {which one wou'd think, he 


ou'd know, ought not to be taken 
for granted, ] and without proving , 
that the Prophecies attributed to him, 
which were not publiſh'd till long 


after the J ſuppos*d ] accompliſhment, 


were deliver'd v:v4 voce, before the ſaid 
accompliſhment : which will require a 
proof of the authority of the books of the 
New Teſtament. I ill he has done that, 
the prophecies ſpoken of will not be deem 


ſure and demonſirative proofs nor will a 


produc*d prophecy and a produc'd ac- 


compliſnment have any effect on a Deiſt; 


who, at firſt view, will ſuppoſe the pro- 
phecy invented for the fake of the event, 
or both prophecy and event invented. 
The force of prophecy in the queſtion of 
the Meſſias, as urg'd in the Di ſcous ſe, both 
to prove the Old Teſtament an in ſpir'd 
Book, and to prove IEsUs the Meſſiac, 
lies in this, that he accompliſhes prophe- 
cies in the Old Teſtament ; which is a 
book that undoubtedly exiſted before the 
times of Tesus, and cannot have been 
alter'd fiace his times in his favour, no 
more than to his prejudice. = 

IV. His whole book may be conceiv'd 
a reflection on or argument againſt 952 
; | i. 
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D:i/conrſe. Upon which therefore I will 
make an Obſervation or two here, reſer- 
ving the full conſideration of his book to 
another Oc ihn. $7 1.3000) 
The firſt part of his book, attempting 
a proof of the reſurrection of IEsus, is 
nothing to the D:/four/e : nor is it argue 
mentative to Deiſis, who juſtly want more 
and other proof, than the mere producing 
witneſſes from the New Teſtament; the 
authority whereof they admit not: to ſay 
nothing of his choice, and managing of 
his wzrmeſſes after ſuch a manner, as tends 
to diſcredit, rather than prove the reſur- 


» 


rection of JEsUs. * Ig 
The ſecond part of his book, which is 
both againſt the Dz/cour/e, and againſt 
the Dezſts, wherein he attempts to ſhew, 
that the re ſurrection of Chriſt, Las before 
prov'd by him,] 2s 4 ſuſſicient Demon- 
ftration of the truth of Chriſtianity, is 
weakneſs it ſelf. For in the firſt place, 
he has not prov'd to the Deiſis the truth 
of the reſurrection in a way 2 for 
them. In the next place, if he had prov'd 


It in a proper way, that is, had made it 
out by all the proper topicks to be very 
probably true, [for that is all the matter 

will admit of, and what is only requir'd 

to be done in matters of faith; ] yet that 
wou'd not be ſufficient to prove the truth. 
F Chriſtianity, which is a Religion con- 
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ſiſting of many particulars, and all built 


on the books of the Old and New Teſta- 


ment. The antiquity, authority, and in- 
Wiration of thoſe books are therefore to 
be prov'd: in doing which, their mora- 


 lity is to be clear d; their doctrines ſnewn 


tu be not inconſiſtent with reaſon; the 
dependency of the New on the Old Teſ- 
tament manifeſted, and in particular the 
fundamental article of Chriſtianity, that 
Jesus of Nazareth zs the Meſſias, [or 
perſon foretold in the Old Teſtament] is 
the perſon there foretold ; the harmony 
of all their parts with one another de- 
fended; and' all ſhewn to tend to the 
glory of God, and good of men.-----For 
if theſe things cannot be made out; or if 


any objections upon theſe heads cannot 


be anſwer'd; here is not only want of 
proof for ſome eſſential parts of Chriſtia- 
nity, but objections ſtarted which not on- 
ly deſtroy that confiſtency and reaſonable- 
neſs, which are neceſſary characters of a 
religion that comes from God, but, as 
not being to be anſwer d, are demonſtra- 
tions of the falſhood, of what can only 


be grounded on probability. 


V. I will conclude this Preface with 
obſerving ; that as the affair of Old-Teſ- 
tament Prophecy is abſolutely neceſſary 


to be made out in a demonſtration of the 


truth of Chriſtianity, [the firſt and funda- 
E 5 mental 


| PREFACE. # | 
mental queſtion in Chriſtianity being, whe« 
ther J=sus of Nazareth be the Meſſiac, that 
is, be the perſon foretold in the Old Teſ- 
ament,] and W ge Mr. GRREN“s 
demonſtration defective for want of ma» 
king out from the Old Teftament, that 
Jeſus is the Perſon there foretold: ſo it 
1s the moſt proper topick, and moſt plain 
matter, whereon to put the cauſe of Chris 
tianity, and the propereſt teſt of its truth. 
The miracles reported ia the New Teſ- 
tament to have been wrought; the gifts 
of the ſpirit ſaid to be pour'd out on the 
faithful; and all other parts of the evi- 
dence for Chriſtianity; are incapable of 
being conſider'd in that juſt and certain 
light, (on account of the imperfect know- 
ledge of things come down to us,) as is 
the matter of Prophecy; which is moſt 
eaſy to receive ſatisfaction about, by ſee- 
ing, whether the Meſſias be prophecy'd 
of in the Old Teſtament, a book certain- 
ly extant before the times of Ixsus, and 
appealPd: to by J=svs and his Apoſtles in 
numerous places. In a word, the pro- 
phecies of the Old Teſtament, if fuld 
in the new, are not only miracles, b 
ſuch miracles as are capable of the fulle 
proof: and if the events ſaid in the New 
Teſtament to be foretold in the Old be 
not foretold, the ſuppos d miracles, of 
prophecies accompliſh'd, will receive the 
„„ 2 Of | fulleſt 


QA EDR FACE. TY 
fulleſt confutation. I muſt own therefore, 
that Mr. GxzeN's and others, who pre- 
tend to give a demonſtration of Chriſtia- 
nit, independent on Prophecy, ſeem to 
me implicitly to give up Chriſtianity, by 
| waving a point ſo abſolutely neceſſary. to 
its proof, and to be no real friends of truth, 
by thus declining the eaſieſt, moſt certain 
and beſt way of trial, whether Chriſtia- 
nity be true or falſe. IL * 
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Errata of the Preface. 


4E xi. Line 8. for buman, me eſe 15. 
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Alrepen ; p- v. |. 4. after ſpirit, „. for the honour of 
J. C. . vii. J. 8. f. chriftians, r. chriſtian ; p. ix. J. 30. 
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LE TT ER. 


TO THE | 
AUTH OR 


DISCOURSE Se. 


STR, 


Here ſend you my animadvexſions 
on the Letters which Mr. Green has ad- 


dreſsd to you, and which, I ü 


to them, and that another ſhoald defend you 
againſt one, who, % ſome places, has aſſault- 
| & you in a moſt immoral manner. For tho 
you may forgive him for thoſe perſonal at- 
tacks, and charitably judge his conduct to 
flow from his ig and ſort of reli- 


gion, and not from any particular enmity to f 


vou, and forbear all ee in your own 
_ caſe, yet his behaviour ought not to paſs un- 
reſented by others, if they would how a guſt 
concern for the moſt eſſential part of reli- 
| gion, morality, and the branches thereof, which 
are of the moſt univerſal extent, bumanity 


trines of re 
to be ſet in t 
e keep their _ 


| Ad charity, or even for the ſpeculative doc- 

n moſt likely. 

e beſt light, when the contro- 

do not give 
vent 


ion, Which are 


you will never anſwer. But "BD 
ſeems proper, that ſomething ſhould be e and | 
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vent to any malicious infinuations, which 
muſt neceſſarily be 1mpertinent to the ar- 
gunent, © = VF 9 


His firſt Letter is grounded on a miſtake, 
which runs through it; wherein he repreſents 

* Green's you as maintaining, that the * Apoſtles prove 

Letters, the falt of the new teſtament by paſſages 

7.4 12+ or prophefies taken out of the old, and not by teſti- 
mony. 

This matter, which he charges on you, is 
ſach an abſurdity in its ſelf, and ſo clearly ex- 
cluded by your own expreſs words, from be- 
ing your ſentiment or deſign, and is a miſre- 

_ preſentation of ſuch a nature, that I may 

juſtly expect to be condemn'd for entring 

the liſts of controverſy with one who was ca- 
poable of it. 0 7 

4Diſ-owſe, Your expreſs words are, © + St. MATTHEW 

p-5 © proves ſeveral parts of chriſtianity from 
„ the old teſtament, either by ſhewing them 
* to be things foretold, as to come to paſs under 
4e the goſpel n or to be agreeable 
<'to, or founded on the notions of the old 

OMP teſtament.” Wherein the word proves | which 

ll Letters, is a word he || ſingles out, and builds up- 
P. 1. on, without regard to your own explica- 
tion thereof in the words immediately fol- 
lowing it ] has no relation to the proof of 

any chriſtian facts, but means, ſhewing thoſe 

fatis [which are ſuppos d facts, prov'd in a pro- 

„er way, that is, by teſtimony] t be things 

** See alſo i foretold, as to come to paſs under the goſpel. diſ- 


* 
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7. 29 37. But leſt this ſhould be miſtaken by others, . 
22 in 1 2 WES my, : 
by the means of Mr.Green, give me leave to | 
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* ſenſe yet more diſtinctly by an 
inſtance; which T will fo expreſs, as to make 
it a key to this whole controverſy, 
1. The fundamental article of chriſtianity 
is, that .JESUS of Nazareth is the Meſſigh, or 
perſon promiſed in the old teſtament. _ 
2, Whether JESUS of Nazareth be the Mef- 
fiah, or perſon promiſed in the old teſtament, 


| muſt be try'd and prov'd by the old teſta- 


3. That trying and proving from the old 
teſtament, whether JESUS of Nazareth be the 
Meſfiah, includes in it all Proper conſidera- 
tions of the facts relating to the Meſſiahſbip of 


Ixsos, told in the new teſtament. For how, 


for example, can the miraculous conception 
of the Meſſiah, his birth at Bethlehem, his mi- 


racles, death, reſurrection, and aſcenſion, 


which are ſome of the fact, relating to the 
a0 told in the new teſtament, and ſup» 
poſed to be propheſied of in the old teſta · 
ment, be urged as applicable 0 JAS 8, but 
l thoſe facts, as gone through and 
perform'd by IE sus? And what is producing 
thoſe fats, but producing thoſe fabts atteſte 

— = eee ene 
At the cloſe of this letter, he urges a par- 


ticular that has a real oppeſition to you, and 


which I ſhall conſider, when I have ſtated, 


in your own words, the matter to which he 
abr | 


N +: « 


Ramey the old teſtament are fulfilled in 


Tesvs,/ then is * chriſtianity eflabliſsd on @ valid * Di, 
' foundation, you afſert on the f other fide, that 5. 23. 
be not 1 Ibid. 


10 an fer f 3 | 


if the; propheſies. cited. from the old teſtament 
0 


4, then has ima mo fr, 
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E 
the foundation, on which JESUS and his apoſtles buils 


it, is then invalid and falſe. Nor can, add you, 
wks Þ og ſaid to be wrought by JESUS and his 
apoſtles, in behalf of chriſtianity, avail any thing 
in the caſe; for miracles can never make a prophecy 
Fulfill d, which is not fulfill'd, and can never mark 
out a Methah, or JESUS for the Meſliah, if both 
are not mark d out in the old teſtament, And you 
ſay, that miracles, ſaid to be wrought, may be often 
juſtiy deem d falſe reports, when attributed to per- 
ſom who claim an authority from the old teſtament, 
which they impertinently alledge to ſupport their 
Pretences, Againſt this Mr. Green argues, that 


* Letters, your fine reaſoning fignifies nothing at all, for it ſerves 


his purpoſe as much as yours. To make out which 
he thus proceeds; © 7}, ſays he, the arguments 
** to prove that Jeſus roſe from the dead, and 
that numerous and wonderful miracles were 


* wrought by him and his apoſtles be concluſive, 
_ © theſe things were certainly fo; nor can the 


* charging them with laying an invalid foun- 
* dation Dir chriſtianity, making falſe infe- 
* rences, miſapplying propheſies, marking 
* out one for the Meſſiah, who was not 


marked ont in the old teftament, claimin 


© thence an authority without reaſon, and 
< 1mpertinently alledging it to ſupport their 


2 8 avail any thing in the caſe: For 


© ręfurrection which was a reſurrection, or f 
te thoſe no miracles which were miracles, r 
cc thoſe no facts which were facts; can never 
„ make a true hiſtory falſe. This, adds he, 
proves 8 either ſide, and is no 

* more than to iay 
Dean by no means be proved to be falſe,” 
But in the further proſecution of his _— 


that that which is true, 


% 


- 


Ir 


he, ſome what inconſiſtently with this, carries 
his argument further, and ſuppoſes, that, 0 
when the Meſſiabſbip of Jeſus is proud by mi- *Leterv, 
racles, ſuch Proof remains good, and cannot 
be overthrown by any objection, on the head 
of prophecy which cannot be Crag > 15 


ST wack Ianſwer, 5 


1. That whether JEsus of e be the 
Meſſiah promiſed in the old teſtament, can 
only be try d and prov'd from the old teſts» 
ment. 

2. That Ixsus CarsT appealing to. the 
old teſtament, as propheſying of him, it is 
but juſtice to him, to examine kim by that 
Criterion. 

3. That the meaning of beats 18 to be ſet · 
tld by the common rules of 1nterpreting 
books, and not by miracles; which are not me- 
diums, or rules, to mark out the meaning of 
books: and that when the Bereans are com- 
mended for ſearching the ſcriptures, or old teſta- 
ment, toſee, whether what the apoſtlespreach» 
ed was true, or no, it was for Wee 
ing to try the apoſtles doctrine by the old teſta- 
ment, . e een rules of in- 
terpreti not by the ſenſe given of 
2 bf Baus and his apoſtles, Who are 
N to ee wrought miradles for the juſt- 
— of the ſenſ{ hey had given of thoſe books: 
for if miracles had: — a juſt medium to fix 
the ſenſe of thoſe books, there needed noiſearch 
to find out their ſenſe, which had already 
been made Laos by miracles ; nay, ſuch a 


1 ſearch, as ng them in the :difficulties 
a and llowed by Mr. Gree o be in 


made 


7, and of it 
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made out of the old teſtament by the apoſtles, 


7 


would not only have been needleſs, but have 


embarraſſed them about a matter, that was 


In a word, is it not exceedingly abſurd in 


the queſtion of :ranſubſtantiation, the determi- 
nation whereof depends on the meaning of 


theſe words, thi; is my body, to quit the context, 


wherein they are found, and to conſider, whe- 


ther tranſulſtantiation be held forth in that 
place, from the numerous miracles atteſted to 
be wrought in divers ages of the church in be- 
half of that doctrine, or by the late miracle, 
ſaid to be wrought publickly in the city of 
Paris, and atteſted to by threeſcore choſen wit- 
zeſſes, and publiſh'd and proclaim'd by a great 


chriſtian prelate, his eminency the Cardinal de 
 Noailtes, archbiſhop of Paris, and believ'd by 


every chriſtian, or not publickly deny'd by 
any, in the city or country where it was 
wrought? n 111A | E OED 
Miracles, though ever ſo well atteſted, ſeem 
to me ſo improper a medium in the caſe, and 
to haveſo little relation to the determination 


of the true meaning of the words, this is my 


body, that I think no man is concern'd to en- 
quire, whether they were ever done, or no, 
or to trouble himſelf about them, any more 
than about all the infinite relations of the 
like kind, vented to ſupport the various and 
eontradictory notions ſpread throughout the 
world. The ſenſe of the words is plain, as 
conſider d with their context, and carry ſuch 


evidence along with them againſt the doctrine 


of tranſulſtami ation, as cannot be ſubverted by 
any foreign conſideration, much leſs by any 
fact, atteſted and related by fallible 50 


* 


* 


* 


Qs 


Q << CT * 


tionally receiv 


whoſe credibility and narrations are to be 

judged of by the hiſtories we have of their 
proceedings in all ages of the world, and in 
all religions, and every day in the roman 
church, which pretends to a conſtant power 
to do miracles, in this matter of atteſted, or 
ſuppoſed gtteſted miracles. It is ſaid, that the 
pope late y caf a devil out of a man poſſeſs d, 
publickly before his whole company at maſs - 
But ſhould he be ſaid to have caſt out ten 
thouſand 'devils, or to have done any other 


miracles,' no one ought in the leaſt to be mo- 


ved by them, ſo as to think, from them, that 
the maſs or popery was taught in the bible. ; 

4. That all parts of the chriſtian ſcheme 
ought to be made out and defended, and 
eſpecially the fundamental article there- 
of, that JESUS of ' Nazareth is the Meſſiah, 
or perſon promiſed in the old | teſtament, 
by thoſe who pr ſe that it ſhould be ra- 

d, by inſiſting on and making 

good the ſeveral foundations on which IEsus 
and his apoſtles founded his Meahſbip, miſ- 
ſion, and doctrines: And that one defect in 
the ſaid ſcheme, and one argument againſt that 
Scheme, which cannot be anſwer d, affects the 


whole ſcheme. 


For example, if it does not appear from the 


old teſtament, that Ixsus, as characteriz d in 


the new teſtament, is the Meſſiah, promiſed in 
the old, there is no pretence to proceed a ſtep 
further towards the maintenance or ſupport of 


chriſtianity: For the term Meſſiah ſignifies a 
perſon there deſcrib'd and foretold. And to 
talk of, and to pretend to believe in IEsus, as 
the perſon promis d in a book, when that book 
is not to be our ſole guide and rule, to know 


” whether 
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whether he be promiſed in that book, or no, 
18, as appears to me, the greateſt contradic- 
tion to common ſenſe, and the greateſt ſatire 
upon the goſpel, and upon JESUS and his apoſ- 
tles, for appealing to the old teſtament, that 
is poſlible. It implies, that there is one book, 
which is to be interpreted differently from all 
other books: It implies, that the matter, for 
which an appeal is made, is not to be found 
in the book: It is flying in the face of IEsus 
CHRIST and his apoſtles, and declining an 
ppeal, which they make: And, in a word, it 
. — a mere pretended regard to IEsus 
CIS and his apoſtles, and a real regard 
to nothing but our own ſchemes. 

Again, if the reſurrection of JEsUs from 
the dead, which is alſo an eſſential part of 
chriſtianity, it, as it ought to come to paſs 
as a fact ſuppoſed to be foretold in the old 
teſtament, and, ſecondly, as it is a fact teſtified 
of in the new teſtament, cannot be * provd 
true, and defended, chriſtianity fails: For if 
ſuch a matter could be made out to be a falſe- 
hood, or to be deſtitute of proof, here is ſuch 
a weakneſs, ſuch a failure in evidence for 
chriſtianity, as ſuperſedes the confideration 
of any other topicks in its behalf, and, in- 
deed, ſufficiently implies, that every other 
part thereof muſt be invalicc. 
In a word, as the Bereans ſearched the ſcrip- 
tures, or old teſtament, to ſee, whether what 
the apoſtles taught was founded thereon, orno, 
and would have acted right in rejecting the 
teaching of the apoſtles, had they not found it 
in the old teſtament; ſo others would no lefs 
have acted rightly, in rejecting their teach- 
ing, if the reſurrefiion of Ixsvs A 
eke | . en 


e 
3 
N 
* 


9 1 
been made out to them; for as the apoſtle 
very well argues, If CHRIST be not riſen, Cor. xv. 
then is our preaching wvain, and your Faith is alſo © 
Lou have conſider'd matters like the Bereany, 
and have ſearch'd: the-old teſtament, to find 
out the prophetical foundation of chriſtianity ; 
and if you have not expreſly ſtated the affair 
of goſpel miracles, and particularly the . 
racle of the reſurrettion of JEsUs, the great 
miracle of the goſpel; it was, becauſe it was 
needleſs, and ſufficiently obviated by you, 
and for other manifeſt reaſons ; but not for the 
*t reaſon aſſign d by Mr. Green, who pretends, I Letters, 
by his N to know the ſecret of your 
3 Heart, as well as the ſecret of Gd. IB. Lerters 
W Wherefore, all true defenders of chriſtia- p. 4. 
G Jy nmity, muſt either maintain the whole, or give 
d 7 up the whole. „„ 1 
1 Io pretend therefore, that miracles are a 
4 proof of the Mahſhip of Ixsus, upon a ſup- 
is } Ppohition, that the Meſpatſbipis not, or cannot be 
„made out, from the old teſtament, or that the 
þ ÞJ teſt or proof thereof from the old teſtament 
may bedeclin'd, really implies, either that 
miracles are no proofs of chriſtianity, { noleſs 
dan declining, or not being able to prove the 
1 truth of the reſurrection, implies prophecy, and 
all other arguments for chriſtianity, invalid!] 
„ or elſe implies the miracles not done, that is, 
without juſt proof that they were done. And let 
o me add, vrith reſpect to Mr. Green, that if the 
ne N Balftup cannot be made out from the old tef- 
it tament, which is a ſuppoſition only us d in 
ff the way of argument; for you contend, like 
3 allchnftians, except one or two of your ad- 
3 verſanies, that the — 18 0 


Faw] >. 
from the old teſtament by the apoſtles, whd 


endeavour to prove the jewiſh law and 


R WR 06 SAY 
ay, 


the goſpel, ] I 


* 16. p. 14. 


that if the Meſiahſbip can- 
not be made out from the old teſtament, there 
is probably ſome defect in Mr. GxEEN's af 
ſertions about thoſe miracles, who ſays from 
the goſpels, that * they were done in the moſt pul- 


lick manner, | he cannot mean the reſurreftion of 


JEsvs from the dead ; ] that they were related 
by eye and ear-witneſſes, who had no ends to ſerve by 
impoſing on the world, and ſeveral of whom laid 


| down their lives, for the ſake of a religion, which 


was founded on the facts related in them; and who 


alſo affirms, the relations of thoſe fatts, to have 


been publiſhed at the time when they were freſh in 


every bodies memories. I ſay, a defect may be 
ſuppoſed in theſe mere aſſertions ; which he 


does not pretend to make out by diſtinct and 


clear PR in relation to the authors of the 
goſpels, their authority, and divine inſpira- 
tion; to the time when the ſaid goſpels were 
ubliſh'd, tothe particular condition, callings, 
ves, preaching, ſufferings, and death of any 
of the apoſtles; tho' I think it became him 


to do ſo, againſt ſuch as he pretends to write 


of regard to his mere aſſertions, and who, I 
ſuppoſe, he muſt ſay, would be guilty of a 


great fault, if they took any thing upon truſt 


from him. 1 T 
What I have ſaid here, does, as I conceive, 
ſubvert and confute all that Mr. GREEN has 
ſaid any where in his letters, and particularly 
in his third letter, f which is nothing but a 


ſcene of wrangling and miſtakes, ] upon the 
head of miracles, Which has any real oppoſi- 


tion 


againſt, who, he muſt know, pay no manner 
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tion to you. And I ſhall conclude it with 
the judgments of three very learned and in- 
genious men, the two firſt whereof are your 
particular adverſaries, and have a direct view 
to what you have ſaid in your diſcourſe, about 
miracles, 1 i nie pun Os” | 
* Dr. SHERLOCK: ſays, one of the characters, a _ 

which our Saviour conſtantly aſſumes and claims neue ; £ 2 
in the goſpel, is this, that he is the perſon ſpoken of prophe- 
of by. Moszs and the prophets, Whether he is cies, b. 49. 
this perſon, or no, muſt be try d by the words of pro- 

phecy; and this makes the argument from prophecy 
Jo far neceſſary to eſtabliſh the claim of the goſpel ; 

and it has been very juſtly, as well as acutely ob- 
ſerved, | viz. by the author of the diſcourſe of the 

grounds, | that the proof of this point muſt rely in- 

tirely. on the evidence of prophecy. Miracles inthis 

caſe afford no help : If the prophets have not ſpoken 

of CHRIT, all the miracles in the world will not 

prove they have ſpoken of him. And he ſays, that | 
+ as truth is confiſtent with #tſelf, ſo this claim | I. p. 30. 


| muſt be made out, or it deſtroys all others. | 


Mr. SYXEs || ſays, There are a great 1 | 
„many perſons, who conceive, that chriſti- he 4,u 


% anity is ſufficiently prov'd to be true, if of the chri- 


% the miracles and reſurrection of IEsus are ftian reli- 


« true; even without any regard to the 8/9 P. 2+ 
4 prophecies, ſo often appealed to by him. But 
* ſuppoſing the miracles to be true; yet no 
«< miracles can prove, that which is falſe in 


- us itſelf, to be true. ; If therefore the Meſfiah 


% be not foretold in the old teſtament, no 
* miracles can prove JEsUs to be the Meſſiah 
« foretold ; nay, tis a ſtronger argument to 
prove IEsus to be an impoſtor, that he ap- 
<< pealed to prophecies, which were not pro- 


I  phecies, and, by that means, impoſed upon 
9 nne » 11D | 


” -* he. 


« the ignorant people, than tis, that he 
585 — . — Sole — becauſe he work d 
*© miracles, Falſe Chriſts and falſe prophets may 
© ariſe, and may ſhew ſuch great figns and wor 
*< ders, as to deceive, if it were poſſible, the very 
cc ect, Mat, xx1v. 24. Yet no one from thence 

vou d argue, that thoſe falſe-Chriſtr, are true 
* ones; nor wou'd any one conclude, that a 
4 Man came from God, notwithſtanding 'any 
©. miracles he might do, if he appealed to 

* ſcripture for that which is no where in it. 
« Beſides, what notions of common mo- 

* rality muſt he have, who pretends to 
* come from God, and declares that the ſcrip- 
* tures teſtify of him, John v. 39. if the ſcrip- 
A tures do not teſtify of him? What honeſty, 
* what truth, or ſincerity, muſt he have, who 
* cow'd begin at MOsEs and all the prophets, and 
* expound unto his diſciples in all the ſcriptures, 
* the things concerning himſelf, Luke xxiv. 27. 
if neither Mosks nor the prophers ever ſpoke 
& a word about him? The hets therefore 

«© muſt be confiderd, and the foundation 
of chriſtianity muſt be laid on them, or 

d elfe, to avoid one difficulty, we ſhall be 

c forced into ſuch abſurdities, as no man 
can palliate, much leſs can extricate him 

I ee 

* Allix's Laſtly, Dr. *x ALLIx tell us, that the de 


refte#. on of the four Evangelifts, is to prove that JESUS the 
a _ 7 Son of MARY is 45 m Mtg and that 
teſtam ent, ix his birth, his life, his doctrine, his death, and 
5.176, 17) reſurrettion, ue meet with all the characters which 
the prophets attributed to the Meſſiah, And he 
Jud ſays, that limiracles were to move and diſpoſe men to 
2 ae the receiving the truth 3 but proofs and arguments, 
unit. p, From the old teſtament, were- the proper means 
77 2 
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to convince their hearers of the wuth of it. 
And, I humbly conceive, 3 in 
virtue of the paſſages cited from theſe learned 
men, attack them as maintaining, that the 
facts of the new teſtament were to be proud 
by prophecy, and wot by teftimony, as Mr. Green 
oes you, for maintaining the ſame common- 
_ ly receiv'd notions in divinity with them, he 
would juſtly paſs for a perſon incapable of 
ever underſtanding matters of divinity, un- 
leſs they would ſuppoſe him to have ſuch a 
juſt inſight and knowledge of mankind, as to 
know, that he may repreſent an adverſary as 
he pleaſes, ſpeak to one point when he ſhould 
ſpeak to another, and, indeed, ſay whatever 
he pleaſes, either againſt common ſenſe or 
morality, with the applauſe of thoſe, whoſe 
applauſe only it, perhaps, concerns him to 
obtain, | IT SEE | 


Ts OS th. as. A , Bc 
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Mr. Green, in his ſecond. letter, propoſes 
to prove againſt you, that * that it is reaſonable * Letters, 
to receive that doctrine as divine, which is confirm d P. 26+ 
by miracles, that is, if he will oppoſe you, that 
it is reaſonable to receive IEsus for the Meſ- 
 fahonaccount of the miracles wrought by him, 
without regard to any tryal or proof of hisMeſ- 
falſpip from the old teſtament. For I do not 
know, that you have aſlerted any thing in 
your diſcourſe upon the head of miracles, as 
roofs of a diyine authority, but what is 
aid by all divines of learning and underftand- 
ing, in the caſe. You aſſert, that they are 
not - abſolute 8 of a divine authority, as 
they all do; but advance nothing againſt their 
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Err 


force, when conſider'd as proofs or motivet in 


4 Diſcourſe 
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a lower ſenſe: nay, you ſuppoſe, according 
to the common notion, that they are, in their 
nature, a T confirmation of a miſſion.. 

However, tho Mr. Green does not really 
oppoſe you, and talks to a queſtion of his own 
framing, [ which I allow he may thro' miſtake 
take to be the queſtion, as well as inviduouſly 
make the queſtion ;] yet he having laid down 
the general propoſition before mentioned, and 
attempted to prove it, we have a right to 
expect that proof from him, as, indeed, we 
have of every thing he pretends to advance 
againſt you; for indeed, nothing can be more 
1mproper, than to advance ſo many things 
without proofs, as he does, in letters to you, 
whom he ſuppoſes an infidel, and muſt ſup- 
poſe pay no regard, but. that of contempt to 
him, for his mere aſſertions, as if you were 
one of his old women; for whoſe edification he 
ſeems only to write. _ 

Accordingly I ſhall conſider what he ſays: 
He propoſes to prove his point by eafy ſteps 1n 


- fifteen propoſitions, 


* Letters, 
2 28. 2 


But his whole proof lies in his eighth, 
which affirms,** * that God may aſſure us, that 
„ ſuch a doctrine is a revelation from him 
* by ſome extraordinary works, that is, works 
* contrary to, or befide the known and common laws, 
*© or courſe of nature and providence ; as for in- 
“ ſtance, the cauſing the Sun and the Moon 


© to ſtand ſtill in the midſt of heaven, or 


making one day about as long as two, as 
© Joſh. x. 13. There is no abſurdity in ſup- 
* poſing that ſuch works may be wrought; 
and for this end, the aſſuring men that ſuch 


E a doctrine is a revelation from God. And 


* if his doing ſome extraordinary works is 
| not 
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n | 
© not proper to anſwer this end, he does 
not ſee any thing that can be thought to 


To which 1 anſwer, that it is very true, 


Cod may aſſure us that ſuch a doctrine is a reuela- 
tion from him, by extraordinary works, 8c. But 
then it muſt appear, by ſome reaſon, that 


the ſaid extraordi works are ſuch aſſurances, 
or that that is their intent and deſign, For 


the poſſibility of God's aſſuring us of the truth of + 


a dottrine by extraordinary works is no proof, 
that that is, or muſt be his method, in fact, of 


_ aſſuring us of the truth of any doctrine, and of 


communicating his will to us. That is the 
thing to be — ved by reaſon, and not ſuppos d; 
for, if we do not know by reaſon; that extra- 
ordinary works are proofs of a doctrine coming 


from God; we cannot know by reaſon that 


extraordinary works muſt be God's method of 
aſſuring us of the truth of a doctrine. Nothing 
— ore 1 _ the 9 — of this 

offibility to his p e; and yet I cannot 
End that he offers af any further proof of 
his point, unleſs what he adds, is intended 
for a proof, that if God's doing © extraordinary 
works is not proper to anſwer this end, he does not 
fee any thing that can be thought to be ſo; which 
ſeems a ſtrange proof: For, what if nothing 
elſe can be thought of by him, or any one 
elſe, proper to anſwer this end; does it there- 


fore follow, that that is God's method of re- 


vealing his will? And, tho he cannot ſee 
that any other method can be thought of, 
whereby God can give proof of revealing 
his will, yet I think others may ſee one. 
And indeed all the religious ſets of the world 
contend, that God, not only may have, wy 

| as 


LY 


if proved to be done, we can neither know 


think, ſhould be perſw 
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| don had, a conſtant communication with man- 
kind, by what they call ixternal revelation, ex- 
periences, and inſpiration; which is inward con- 


viction of mind, and ger than any tra- 


ditional evidence for miracles can be, or any 
evidence of our ſenſes for miracles, which yet, 


to be works of God, nor proofs of a doctrine 
coming from him. And it is ſurprizing to 
me, that the reverend Mr. GREEN, who 
muſt openly ond — had — call from r | 
holy ghoſt to the mi who, one Wo N 
We EE I db - | 
ſpirit is the greateſt witneſs to the truth of the 


chriſtian religion, and who is of a ſef# that 


deals in experiences, and talks 


ch of the 
witneſs, Or teſtimony, and operations of the A5 


ſhould be ſo little affected with the 


trine himſelf, as to imply, that ſuch things 


* Biſhop of riencet, I conceive that they 


Litch- 
field's, 
Ke. De- 
fence of 
Chriſt. 
p- 431. 


are nat ſo much as thought of by him, when 
he is talking to you of the methods, that 
God may take of aſſuring us of the truth of a 
dodtrine; for I dare ſay he ſpeaks [ whatever 
he thinks] of it, in his pulpit, and upon 
other occaſions. But whatever his real ſenſe 
may be of inſpiration, or of the witneſs, taſti- 
mony, and operation of the ſpirit, and of expe” 
be fs of God 72 —4 

tter proofs o 'S aſſuring us of the, mub 
of defiriney; than ecmrrdieny werkss. which, 
when conſidered as they ſtand in fact, were 
done in an obſcure corner, [where there 
were numerous * pretenders to perform 
ſuch extraordinary works, } the report, and 
evidence whereof, reached but a little way: 
which do not render the perſons who — 


1 C29 1 e bY 1 
them infallible; for * JuDas,” and perhaps * Fleet- 
ſome, who had fometimes wrought miracles by Bags 5 
Chriſt's commiſſion, did afterwards renounce him, 3 5 
and apoſtatixe from the faith; and their having p. 111. 
been uſed by God as his inſtruments and meſſengers, 

did. not authorize them for ever after to be accounted 
ſuch, nor was to give them credit in all they ſaid, 

od did: which have been reported and teftify'd 

to be done in behalf of all religions; for as 

Li Dr. INK IN obſerves, f there never was any of + Jenkin's 

1 the falſe religions, but it was pretended to have reaſonabl. 

been confirmed by. ſomething miraculous : which - + pn, 

can be done by beings inferior to God, and e- 18. 

ven by evil beings, or workers of _ who 

can do ſuch wonderful works, as would deceive, if 
poſſible, the very elect, that is, all but thoſe, who 

y being elected, muſt neceſſarily perſevere in 
grace to the end, and cannot poſlibly fall from 
ace, or be 'deceiv'd ' into an erroneous be- 

Tit) nay, by SATAN, or the Devil, who 
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. can transform himſelf into an angel of light: 
and which are proofs only of the power, but 
N not of the veracity of their author. In juſti- 
fication of my a igning inſpiration,” as a way 
that God, if he pleaſes, may take to give 
roof of the truth of a doctrine's coming from 
him, give me leave to produce ſome aut ho- * 
rities in behalf of my opinion; all which will 
be found, either to aſſert the method of in- 
Ppiration, to be a better method for God to 
3 reveal his will, than the method by miracles, 
or extraordinary wort, or to confound the me- 
'S thod by miracles, or to aſſert the excellency 
and reality of inſpiration , as àa method taken 
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r iſtian religion, approv'd aud paſs'd by 


x4 Py both houſes of parliament, after advice had-with the 
afſembly of divines by authority .of parliament;fitting 


at Weſtminſter, printed 1648; and in the 
declaration of the Faith and order own d aud praftis'd 
in the congregational churches in England, agreed 
upon and conſented unto by the elders Four "meſſen- 
255 4 their meeting at the Sa voy, Oct. 12. 
105 

The authority of the holy ſeripture, & 
< which it ought to be believ'd and obey'd, 


„ dependeth not upon the reſtimony of any 


„ man or church, but wholly upon God (who 
« ig truth itſelf) the author thereof; and 
e therefore it is to be receiv d, becauſe it is 
the word of God.“ 
We may be maved and induced by the 
< teſtimony of the church, to an high et re- 
4 verend eſteem of the holy ſcripture. And 
< the heavenlineſs of the — In 75 efficacy 
< of the doctrine, the majeſty of the @yle,the 
< conſent of all the parts, the ſcope of the 
* whole, (which is, to give all glory to God,) 
< the full diſcovery it makes o the only way 
c of manẽs ſalvation, the many other incom- 
< parable excellencies, and the entire per- 
* fection thereof, are arguments whereby it 


8 doth abundantly evidence itſelf to deit the 


word of God; yet notwithſtanding, our full 
© perſwaſion and aſſurance of the? infalli- 
80 le truth and divine authority there- 
*.of, is from the work of the holy ſpirit, 


tt bearing itneſz by me rr e in 


1 * our hearts,” . 89751 611 
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Ting ſpirit: ar he more 'SENSIBLY PERCEIVES, | 
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The learned a . Mr. Bl ER a) . 
* he is much more apprehenſtve; than H r 
the neceſſity of well grounding” men in their vella q . 

f ion, and eſpe nl of the wit neſs of the ind wel 2. Th * 


that the spIKI T i the great WITNESS of 
CHRIS and chiiſtianity to the world. 

The renown'd Dr. OwEN, a great divine 
of the independent ſect, thus treats the argu-. 
ment for the truth of chriſtianity, from mi- 
racler, in his confiderations upon the Biblia Poh- 
glotrn, as I fin — by Dr, Wat- 
TON? the editor of the Biblia Pohglotta, in the 
defence of that work, againſt the Aid confide=- 
rations, Dr. W AL Tox T ſays, “ He [that is Wal- F 
„Dr. OwE NI rejects that main argument: eee 


* prove the ſcriptures to be from God, peru 


6 

p. 103, 104. viz, the miracles wrought” b k 

FR «' Moses" and CHRIST, — all 2 et 
* poſtles,' to confirm their doctrine, brought. 

« e to us by the undbubred teſtimony and 

* al tradition of the church of CHRIST,» 

« ng * not to affirm, that the Alben 
“ nay vie miratles an radivios with the -ſcrip- 

6 ture; p. 105. Aid tbat there is no more reaſon 

ro belił ve thoſe who" have p that tradition, 
and plead they have it, before and againſt” them 
* who "profeſs" they bits "mo ſuch report deliver d 

* * deen a, forefathers," p. 108. Nor haue 
cue more inducement i0 give credit to their aſſer- 

tion, thun to u Tike number of men holding” b A 
. rraditio utteriy to the contfimy, that 18, 2. 

* e ſth d believe the teſtimony gf t 

&. whole chritan church, before the te 
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* of Jeu, Pligans, and Malimierans, N. The 
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The ingenious author of * miſcellaned ſacra, 
ſays, The compariſon between the ſtate of prophecy 
under the old and new teftament, which be has 
made, to ſhew wherein the ſuperior teaching of the 


© ſpirit did conſiſt; will alſo ſhew, wherein the lupe: 


riority of the witneſs of the ſpirit, to all other + 
teſtimonies given to CHRIST, tid confift. - Our 
Saviour went about working miracles, curing diſ- 
eaſes, and caſting out devils : yet it might be ſaid 
by malice and perverſeneſs (perhaps by mere ſcepti- 
ciſm, in ſome given to doubt) that they did not know 
the power of nature, and therefore could not judge 
of a miracle; that they did not know what ſecrets 

there might be for the ſpeedy and inſtantaneous 

cure of diſeaſes ; and that they could not tell, whe: 
ther thoſe few were really dead, that were ſaid to 
be raiſed : And the blaſphemy againſt the ſon, went 
ſo far, as to ſay, that he caſt out devils by Beel- 


zebub the prince of devils And, poſſibly 


ſome thought, that his cures of diſeaſes, as well as 
his diſpoſſeſſing of devils, was by charms, and ſpells, 
and magical arts, uſed almoſt univerſally in medi- 


cine in that age of the world. See Acts xix. 18, 


19. And as for working miracles, curing & diſ-- 
eaſes, and caſting out devils, the heathen prieſts 
and exorciſts preteuded to them; and many among 
the Jews pretended to ſome of them, And our 
Saviour, as well as his apoſiles, foretold, that there 
ſbould be falſe Chriſts, and falſe prophets ; and that 
they ſhould work ſuch figns and wonders, as, if 
it were poſſible, would ſeduce the very eleb4 ; and 
that Satan ſhould come among thoſe, who receiv d 
not the truth inthe love of it, with all power, 
ſigns, lying wonders, Matt. xxiv. 24. 2 Theſſ. 31. 
8, 9, 10, Nay, even as, 1% CHRIST'S reſur- 
rection, a wicked imagination might perhaps ſtrain 


ſtſe f fo far, as ih find out ſome cavils and excep> 
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ſuch thing ever pretended io, fince the world þ 
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tion to 11. —— But the witneſs; of che ſpirit 
quite blunts and deadens. all the -working of the 


moſt active and ſublimatei malice: For is there 


any ſecret art, trick," fligbe, or pouer ; or wat am 


by. which the knowledge of. things of the te preſton 
paſs, uſe, and conſequence, can be infaſed into the 


minds of vaſt nunihersrof illiterate men and women. 


in an inſtant, and the power given. to ſome ef them 
to communicate ſome of thoſe gifts, but different ones. 
to all thoſe believers $0 whom they; came without 
diſtinction; by the laying. on of heir. hand: He 


adds, If all this illumination, in the. ſeveral:kinds, 


and degrees. in which -it' was communicated 10 vaſt: 


multitudes, had nothing in it more than the mira 


cles wrought by our Saviour: and his apoſtles in his 


life-time, ' and was of, the Jame rank and daſs | 


with them : yet inaſmuch. as it was in mam in- 
ſtances of it, and in the great numbers to which 
it was communicated,” entirely new, (none of the, 


| prophets, + JOHN the baptiſt, or the apoſtles in the 
life-time of our Saviour, having ever had it,) it was 


the more likely to produce much SEE Helis chan 
a of the other. erte T nes 
Mr. Green, therefore, i in aſſertin gamiracles tor 


be the only method for God to manifeſt his 


will, rejects the doctrine of the witxeſs of the. 


| ſpirit, and in building chriſtianity, upon the 
* o the miraculous: facts contain'd in 
his go! 


ſpel in particular, quits the notions of 

his great predeceſſor in the mien „Dr. 

Owen; who, as appears, argued t ſuch 
proof, as 5 equally conclu 


and made the great proof af the truth of 


. n to lie in t e ſelf evidencing power 


and lighe. of the ſerigtures themſelves, and of 


the vitneſ. of the in-dwelling ſpirit within every 


My 


Put 


uſive for a del gions, 
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But tho? IT take the way of inſpirarion to be 
better than the way of extraordinary works, and 
can think of no better; yet I would no more 

cConclude, that that be God's way, if he 
thought kt, ( may, if God thought fab,” for I 
*5her- know not * „ what rigbe we can demand to 
ock's uſe, berold um thing) to ꝑ ive proof of his reveali — 
Sup. 55- will to mankind, than Þwould conclude 
_ God's giving to every man reaſon, that — . 
is no need of; nor can be, any other way for 
God to communicate his will to the world, 
and, in particular, would not even conclude, 
that it was abſurd to ſuppoſe, that God had 
left us to learn his will among the infinite 
ſorts of thoſe, who pretend to be minifters of 
His word, and emp adoys' from him. On the 
bontrary, T'would- give every ſort of them a 
fair heating, as to the proof of their miſſion or 
embaſſy, n how- promi ſoever their obvi- 
„ marks, livery, appearances,” and 
pretenete ly be, of their being ſent by” the 
it God of heaven and earth. 

r. Green having, as appears, provid: no- 

thing, and having ſuppos'd the Morn 
Letters, he was to prove, proceeds to anſwer the 
7. 29: onh objettion, which, as he ſays, bes againſt hir 
ofitron, Viz, that there are other "beings, be- 
| ſuperior unto ur; and we cannat ſay. 
what 8 M hav# of "doing © "the works ae 
are ſpeaking ; and, conſequently, wt cant tell, 
when they are vg works of” God, and 'whet the 
works of theſt other bein [oh 1 5 

How he ' anfivers his own objefhion, a 1 halt 

— 2 confider, and ſhew you; that he anſwers 
eee ee 
a leg or ol Kage. 41 
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proof 


f the divinity of a doctrine. And 
then I think nothing will appear leſs argumen 
tative than his propoſitions z which pretend 
only to aflect-the puſ #lity of their being ſuch 


proof, and which really ſhew, that theycam 


not be proofs. In anſwer to the objectior 
ſtarted by him, he allows, that beings inferior 


10 God, can do extraordinary - works, How then 
can we diſtinguiſh, when God acts, or does 
extraordinary works, and when other being do 


them? He ſays, God can give us a certain cri- 
terion. But what is that criterion, conſiſtently 


with allowing, that baings inferior to God, a 


do miracles, or extraordinary works ? 
I. Firſt, he ſays, the works themſelves fur 
niſh us with this criterion, when, in a con- 


. teſt between two parties doing mira 


cles, one party makes it appear, that the power 
by which he was acted, was ſuperior to that of the 
other. Thus, he ſays, in the conteſt between 
AARON and the magicians of Egypt before 


PHARAOH and his ſervants, both AARON and 


the Magicians chang d their rods into ſerpents, 


turn d the waters into blood, and brought up frogs 


on the land of Egypt. And fo far they were on 
an equal foot. But at the next meeting, ſuch things 
were done by AARON, that the magicians nos be- 
ing able to imitate them, it appear d that the powey 


AARON, that the magicians themſebves were forc d 
#0 confeſs unto AARON, THIS Is THE FIN. 
GER OF Gop. In anſwer to which I ſay; 

1. That, in the example produc'd, there 
30:20 ——— bas Me: GG 


and when not, but only in the caſe of 
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ow an oy ar work is done by 
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by which AARON afted was ſuperior to that of 
the magicians, and that ſuch things were done by 


u conteſt between two parties working mi- 
racles for victory. And we are leſt expoſed 
to receive all the numerous atteſted mira- 
cles, wrought among the Pagans; when there 
were no Conteſts: for it appears, from the 
affair before us, that the magicians not only 
could and did do miracles, but that they 
were accuſtom'd to do them, by their free 
and confident entring into a conteſt of mi- 
racles with AARON at the command of 
eh bo, bb S450 
2. This victory of AARON over the ma- 
gicians ., does no more furniſh us with a 
criterion to judge from the works themſelves, 
that God acted by AARON, than if either 
AARON or the magicians had ſingly, or with- 
on a conteſt for ſuperiority, wrought mira- 
Cles. ; WATT Tonk ner... $51 
For if beings inferior to God can do miracles, 
as Mr. Green ſuppoſes, how can any body 
tell, from the miracles themſelves, in a con- 
teſt between two parties, one whereof con- 
tinues to do miracles, after the other ceaſes, 
and 1s unable to do more, but that it is a 
conteſt between inferior beings, ſuperior to 
one another in power? at. Frame 
3. There can be no proof, that an extra- 
ordinary work is a work of God, from the work it- 
ſelf, but a proof, that no other being can do 
* Fleet- that work, beſides God. * Nor can any uſe le 
wood, ib. made of miracles, if any one but God coud work *' 
p11. them They cou d not manifeſt a divine power 
if any leſs cou d work them; nor could they atteſt 
to any ones being ſent of God, if any other than 
God could exerciſe ſuch power, becauſe they might 
proceed from one as well as the other. You 
could not know I came from, and vas a” by 
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me,” I other" people had the ſame ſeal, and would. 


und it to others to uſe it as they ſau fit. 


II. Mr. Green offers you a ſecond ' criterion, 
whereby we may know, when extraordinary 
works are the works of God. And that is con- 
tained in theſe words: That extraordinary 


* Letters, 


works, wrought” to Aſſure us, that ſuch a. doctrine 7. 33· 


is a revelation from God, are to be look d upon as 
the works , God; or, which is the ſame thing in 
effeft, as done by a divine power, when the doctrine 
they are wrought for the confirmation of; has a 
natural tendency to make men holy and happy. 

Io which I anſwer: ; | 
1. Firſt, How does ſuch criterion ſhew any 
extraordinary works, to be works of God, when 
ſuch works may be wrought by inferior beings ? 
Is there any contradiction in ſuppoſing, that 


inferior beings may propoſe doctrines, which 
- ral alert 


intereſted men wi , to have a tendency 


to make. men holy and happy, and by all arts and 


ſophiſtry maintain and defend, [as the pa- 
iſts do their doctrines and practices, which 
ave the greateſt tendency imaginable to make 


men wicked and miſerable, } or even may pro- 
| Poſe doctrines, ſome of which, nay all, may 


have that real tendency ? 
2. Secondly, That if extraordinary works or 


miracles are then only to be look d on, as 


the works of God, when: the doftrine they are 


_ wrought for the confirmation of, has a: tendency to 


make men holy and happy, then miracles, as ſuch, 
do not 'evince themſelves to be the works of 
God, and are no proofs of a divine revela- 
tion. Mere miracles will fignify nothing, nor 
determine? me one way er another. And the 

Arine T Which, as rerding to mate 


making a d 


172. 


wood, 
Ibid. 7. 


* 
* * 


D 5 
men holy and happy, carries its own proof a- 
long wich it] nin whereby to judge, 
that an extraordinary work, is a work of God ; 
and a proof of a doctrine's coming from him, 
is to make * the doctrine prove the miracle, 
and not the miracle prove the doctrine, and 
to make the miracle wholly needleſs. For if 
men know, that a miracle is wrought to 
confirm a doctrine that has a tendency to make 
men holy and happy, they know the doQrine 
has that tendency, and have a demonſtrati ve 
proof of the eruth and divine authority of 
that doctrine, and need no other proof, and 
eſpecially not ſuch a proof, as an extraordi- 
nary work, which may be done by a being in- 
ferior to God, and which has no force in it- 
ſelf to prove a dactrines coming from God, 
but what it derives from that dof#rine itſelf, 
already demonſtrated to be true. 
Beſides, the rule, of making miracles then 
a proof of a doltrines coming from God, when 
the doctrinet themſelves have a tendency to make 
men holy and happy, cannot be applied in the 
caſe of judaiſm and chriſtianity , both which, as 
conſiſting in many reſpects of merely pofi- 
tive doctrines [ ſome of which have ob- 
7 The reverend Mr. Thomas Bradbury, a brother di- 
vine to Mr. Green, and who may be ſirppoſed in re- 
preſenting chriftianity, ro ralk orthodoxly, or accord- 
ing to the norions of the divines of his ſe&, ſays (in 
his nature of faith. p. 6, 7. ] There are four things, that 
may be call'd'the chief practice of the chriſtians faith. 1. 
comply with. 2. znce upon thoſe promi: 
| re towld not ſubſcribe to. 3. Their ren ae Ao 
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jektions, as for example, the/doQrine of the 


Trinity, againſt them in point of reaſon, which 


the advocates for them ſay, cannot be an- 


ſwered, ] cannot come under that rule: to 


ſay nothing of ſuch matters, as God's com- 
mand to ABRAHAM to ſacrifice his ſon; the 


* precept in relation to human ſacrifices, ex- Leu xxix 
emplify'd in particular by the ſacrifice of 28, 29. 
JeeTHA's daughter; God's directing the 


Iſraelites to borrow the jewels of the Egyprians, 
that they might detain them for their own 
uſe z the approbation of IAEL killing SISE» 
RA in his ſleep, not only contrary to that 


peace which was between king IA BIN [whoſe 


general SISER A' was] and the houſe of He- 
BER {| whoſe wife JAEL was, ] but contrary to 
the laws of protection, and to her own 
plighted faith; for ſhe went out to meet him, 
and invited him into her houſe, ſaying, turn in 
my lord, turn in to * (6p not, and SISERA in 
confidence of what ſhe ſaid put himſelf under 
her protection; God's ſending. .SAamUEL to a+ 


noim DAV1D at Bethlehem, and, to prevent king 


SAUL's jealouſy of the intent to dethrone him, 
bidding him ſay, he went thither to ſacrifice 3 
the practice of mens ſelling their whole eſtate 
and ſubſtance, and bringing all things iz com- 
mon ; the forbidding uſary ; the approbation 
of eunuchiſm as the kw” to the kingdom of God; 
the diſcouragement of marriage, and recom - 


mending the ſtate of virginity and ſingle 


life; and divers other ſuch matters, too long 
to be enumerated here. 
I conclude this ſubject of miracles with the 


obſervations of a late moſt ingenious * author.] Mor, 


He ſays, Perhaps, it may be ſaid, that miracles 


are a ſufficient evidence and criterion of a revelation» T,atts, 
. | E 2 ny from p. 10. 


W 
from Cod. But I would fain know, what mira - 
cles there are, which may not be wrought by the 
power of ſome inviſible evil ſpirits, or "malicious 
and wicked agents, at leaft, as to appearance, and 
| fo as to . on the ſpectators, beyond their capa» 
city of detecting the cheat; and which muſt then 
have, to all intents and purpoſes, the ſame effect 
upon them, as if the miracles were true and real? 
If it be urged here, that as God himſelf cannot con» 
firm any falſe doctrines by miracles, ſo it muſt be 
inconſiſtent with his wiſdom, truth, and goodneſs, 
to ſuffer others to confirm any ſuch doctrines 
by falſe and pretended miracles, and thereby im- 
Poſe upon mankind in a matter of ſuch high con- 
ſequence, as their eternal ſalvation: it is eaſy to 
reply, that this is arguing againſt fact and ex- 
perience for that a very confiderable, and per- 
haps the far greater part of mankind always have 
been, and ſtill are, thus impoſed on, by the pre- 
tended miracles of wicked prieſts, and the hing 
wonders of Satan, is evident in fact. and there> 
fore to maintain, that this cannot be done, or ought 
not to be ſufferd, is not to prove the truth of 
doftrines by miracles, but to impeach providence, 
and deny the perfection of God. But the truth is, 
that the people in popiſh countries, or wherever mi- 
racles are in vogue, are not to blame for not detect · 
ing the cheats of juggling prieſts and deſigning knaves, 
who impoſe on their 4 3 for this, perhaps, is what \ 
they cannot do; the plot may be too cloſe and deep, 
and the defign too nice and knauiſb for them. But 
what they are really to blame for, is, their receiving 
dudctrines as true and divine, upon the bare atte 
tation of: miracles, | as a full and ſufficient proof, 
without regard to the nature and intrinfick charac- 
ter of the dolũrines themſelves, By this means, they 
ere often led into Schemes of religion, which, in _— 
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whole frame and contrivance,” diſcover the evident 
marks and ſignatures of ſuperſtition and enthuſiaſm, 
or of knavery and impoſture; and which © therefore 
| not be reaſonably received, as coming from 
God, even though all the miracles done from the 
 *# beginning of the world had been wrought to con- 
3 fimthem. He concudes with a moſt: juſt re- 
mark, that if any doctrines are receiv'd in virtue 
of miracles, as coming from God, which doc- 
trines are nos characteris d by the reaſon of things, 
and the moral funeſs of actions, tis plain, there 
can be no poſſible guard againſt enthufiaſm and im- 


| Poſture, nor any. criterion by which we may diſtin- 

guiſb between truth and falſbood, or right and wrong, 

| in muttths of rein as Oe 0 
| I proceed to the grand queſtion, Whether 

2 there are any prophecies cited out of the-old 

ö in the new 2 literally or only typi- 

. cally accompliſh'd: I ſay the grand queſtion, 
; as it is the queſtion ſtarted or begun by you; 

4 as it is a queſtion of the utmoſt importance; 

3 and as it is a queſtion, that is the foundation 

of all other queſtions in theology, and in re- 

: 


ſpect of which all other queſtions, which you. 
; have ſtarted are but incidents. 

ö Mr. Green begins his proof of literal prophe- * Letters, 
5 cies, by aſſerting, V that if the truth of a propofi- p. 57. 
tion be fully prov'd, we are obliged to believe it, tho we 
; cannot anſwer every objectiou that is brought againſt it d 
6 a learned andſubtle adverſary. For this ue may be 

„ ure ef, that truth is not contrary to truth; and that 
5 

4 

7 

e 


#here muſt be ſome way or other of anſwering objecti- 
ons againſt the truth, tho in many inſtances, thro 
tis weakneſs of our minds, and our imperfeft views 
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of things, we may not be ſo happy as to. find it ous 
| Suppoſing therefore, adds he, that I ſbould. not be. 
able to anſwer your objection againſt chriſtianity, 2a» 
ken from the typical, or allegorical proof of it; that 
is, the proof of it from —— in the old teſtament, 
| which are applied to J Esus, or matters relating to 
him in the new teſtament, and which you think, in 
their literal, obvious, and primary ſenſe, had no 
relation at all to theſe things; yet, fince, as has been 
the miracles wrought by JESUs, his reſur- 
rection from the dead, and the wonderful things done 
by the apoſtles in confirmation of chriſtianity, fully 
prove, that is the doctrine of God, I ſhould think my: 
Self bound to receive it as ſuch; and thus] muſt think, 
as long as the above-mentioned arguments to probe 
it abide in their full ſtrength, and all attempts to 
ſhew their weakneſs are vain. 


To which F anſwer, + as 
I. That if there can be ſuch a thing as a 
propoſition prov d, that may be liable to an l- 
Jection [ I leave out, brought againſt it by a learned 

and ſubtle adverſary, as a thing wholly imperti- 

nent. For wou d it, for example, alter the na» 

ture of Mr. Greens objections to what you think | 
provd, to ſay, they were brought by a learned and 

ſubtle adverſary ? Does learning and ſubtlety in an 
objector, make his objections bad? or want of 
Learning and ſubtlety make his objections good? ] ; 
that cannot be anſwered, there is then a demon- 
ſtration of both ſides, and thorough ſcepticiſm | 
t introduc'd. There would then be no more 
reaſon, to ſuppoſe the truth lay in the propo- 

ſition provd, = in the unanſwerable objection; 

and conlagyently there would be no reaſon 


. 


2 


cles, fully prove the truth of t 


ter that is but merely probable, which is, 
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II. Secondly, there can be no ſuch thing; 


as a propoſition prov'd, to which an ananſwera- 


ble objeftion lies; nor can there be an unar- 


ſwerable objettion to a propoſition, that does 


not deſtroy that propoſition. , 

III. All defenders of truth are not only 
obliged to produce arguments for their opi- 
nions, but to ſhew their conſiſtency with 
other truths, by anſwering all o jections: and 
if once men own, they cannot anſwer objec* 
tiont to their opinions, they implicitly give 
up their opinions. It argues the utmoſt 


weakneſs of a cauſe, for its advocates to 
ſay, that they cannot anſwer their adverſaries 


objettions. | by 6s | 
IV. But, fourthly, the caſe, forthe ſake of 
which this notion, which is ſo abſurd and 
ſceptical, and betrays the cauſe it is deſign'd 
to advance; the caſe, I ſay, will, when con- 
ſider'd, clearly determine the point againſt 
him. For the matters ſuppos d to be provd, 
or fully prov'd, are, that they, who do nura- 
fa ae dactrines they 
deliver; and particularly, that they do by 
their miracles prove, that they muſt interpret 
the old teſtament according to its literal 
ſenſe, Now the objection, which is ſuppos'd 
to be unanſwerable, is, that the words of the 


old teſtament, cited in the new, have viſi- 
bly not that meaning, Cliterally, ] which 


the apoſtles aſcribe to them. Now, in this 
caſe, the objection _— the ful proof. For 
o firſt, wholly depends on a mat- 


that the apoſtles intended to apply the paſ- 
ſages they cite out of the old A, in 


0 | 2 1 


vines, 


* 2 
. * my - 
, [ 32 1] 
* 
= 1 it * - 
vines, that the apoſtles do not always intend 


to apply all the paſſages they cite in 
their /teral' ſenſe ;' and by moſt divines, that 


* the prophecy. of the Virgin, which is the parti- 


cular prophecy in queſtion, was not intended 
to be literally applied by St. MaTTHEw : 


and, ſecondly, the full proof it ſelf conſiſ 


ſts 
only of probable mediums, ſuch as, the of 
of extraordinary facts done, and that thoſe 
extraordinary facts done are proofs e truthof a 
doctrines, an Fete g proof, that the doers 
of them muſt interpret the old teſtament 
according to its literal ſenſe, when they cite 
and argue from it. Sy IE 
But the objection, which conſiſts in ſetting 
forth the literal ſenſe of the old teſtament in 
ſuch manner as is allow'd to be ananſwera- 
Ble, is à demonſtration, and ought to carry it 


againſt the ſeveral precarious and probable 


matters which are implied in, and make up 
the ful proof; and coniequently, the ſuppos d 
full proof, is no proof at all. 

However, after this preliminary, which 
Mr. Green thinks ſufficient of it ſelf to con- 
fute you, and to prove the true /iteral ſenſe 


of the Fare cited out of the old in the 


new teſtament, he proceeds to the conſid e- 


ration of thoſe five produced by you; and 
begins with the famous one of :IsAran, of 


the A N conceiving, cited in the firſt chap- 
ter of St. MATTHEW, which he endeavours 
to ſhew does not concern a virgin or young 


woman in the time of AnHAZz, but concerns 


5 the Virgin MARV conception of IESVsS 
CHRIST, and is fo appl —_ St. MAT- 


THEW. © This prophecy, I therefore 


rl | 


tions, 


] 
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of the great GOT ls, and deftroy that gi- - 


not have eſcap d the interpreters for ſo many 


ſhifts which wit, learning, and penetratio 


out to juſtify St. Matthew's application of this 


any ſhifts, without regard to the evidence 
of things for 1700 years paſt, to ſuppoſe a 
ſenſe may yet be found out to ſerve his pur- 


jJjJJõĩͥ Y 


tions, on what he ſays, which will confirm | 
the interpretation given by you of that pro- 
phecy, Which is the moſt common interpre- 
tation, and particularly the interpretation 


ven by Mr. Green. I will only obſerve, that 
Mr. Green pretends, in his expoſition of the 
{aid prophecy, to“ walk in an wnbeaten path - * Letters, 
which is, Ithink, a conceſſion to the force of Þ 84. 
your objection; ſhews the ſtreights to which he 

muſt think the cauſe reduces him ; and 

ſhews his expoſition cannot be juſt; which, if 

it had been a probable or poſſible one, could 


centuries, who, it 1s known, have on this, 
as well as on all other occaſions, us'd all the 


could furniſh them with, or that zeal an 

Ignorance could tempt them to uſe. He 
adds, that if his ſenſe of the place . have 
ſuch objeftions raiſed againſt it, as he may not 
be able to anſwer, ſome other ſenſe may be found 


6 


prophecy. This implies a diſtruſt, at leaſt, 
of his own explication, if it does not imply 
guilt in propoſing it. It alſo implies him 
to be a mere advocate, and to make uſe of 


oſe: and it makes his adverſaries in poſſeſ- 
on of ſeeming truth, as things have always 
ſtood, and ſtand at preſent 

I. He begins with urging the F 7 of f Letters, 
St, MAT THEW, ' Whoſe interpretation, he ſays, 7 53. 


= But, 


is contrary to yours. 


* 
\ 


DCs} - 

1. But; firſt, he ought to know; that 
GroTrvs, HAMMOND, and the generality 
of interpreters underftand, as you do, St, 
MATTHEW to apply this prophecy typically: 


y 
that other learned men of late ſuppoſe, that 


* Leiters, 
P. 82. 


St. MATTHEW only accommodates the words 
of ISAIAH to his purpoſe; and tha: he him- 
ſelf confounds all manner of certainty in re- 
ſpect to St. MATTHEW's intention of a lite- 
ral interpretation of Is 41A N, as propheſying 
of the birth of the Meſſiah, by an obſerva- 
tion he makes elſewhere, when he ſays, * The 
queſtion is, what is meant by being fulfilbd? 
awe talk its true of fulfilling prophecies : but 
may not other things, other words, other paſſages 
of the old teſtament be ſaid to be fulfilVd, befides 
the prophecies or 1 of future events ? For 
by thus ſuppoſing the words, that it might be 
fulfilled, 7 in St. MATTHEW on the ci- 
ting of ISa1an } have no relation to a pro- 


phecy, he ſubverts the common ſenſe of a 


phraſe, which alone or chiefly determines 
St. MATTHEW to intend the accompliſh- 
ment of a prophecy. He therefore begs the 
queſtion, in ſuppoſing the authority of St. 
MaATTTHEW againſt you, and might as 
well urge his authority againſt thoſe divines, 


who interpret St. MAT THE differently 


from him, as you do: and he ſeems to begin, 
after this manner, merely to throw St. MA T- 
THEW at you; who may juſt in the ſame 


manner be thrown at him. For I might urge 


the authority of St. MAT THEW'S application 
of the ſaid paſlage of Iasran [either in 


the way of pe or accommodation] as of weight 
againſt his expo/iti0n, or his walk in an unbeaten 
poke ee 


2. But, 


„ 
2. But, ſecondly, what is St. Ma TTHEW's 
authority to the point in diſpute, according to 
his way of arguing with you? He ſuppoſes your 
deſign was to ſhew, that the 7 applica- 
tion of the prophecies of the old teſtament was 
not juſt and pertinent, and that that is your 
meaning, when you aſſert their applications 
of propheciesnot to be according to the literal 
ſenſe they bear in their places in the old teſ- 
tament. To what purpoſe then is it to quote 
St. MAT THEW's authority againſt you, when 
according to you, as he thinks fit to under- 
ſtand you, your objection or notion ſup- 
poſes St. Ma TTHEW to be againſt you? 
Wherein lies the force of an authority of one, 
againſt you, when your deſign is to attack 
or confute the perſon whoſe authority he 
cites? 1 0 
II. He ſays, that King AH AZ X refuſing the * 1 
gracious offer of a fign from Is A AH, [to Con- * ** 
vince ham, that Jo the {ſaid Is AI AH came 
with a meſſage from the Lord to aſſure him, 
that the Kings of Syria and Iſrael, who had 
invaded Judea, and ſtruck AHAZ and his 
people with the utmoſt conſternation, ſhould 
not ſucceed in their deſign, ] he ſees no rea- 
ſon to think that any ſign was intended to be given 
10 AHAZ, N 
But methinks the expreſs aſſurance in the 
text that Is ATLAH did give AHAZ Aa ſn, 
ſhould be a ſufficient vindls that he did ſo, cho 
Mr. Green can ſee no reaſon for it. For the 
text expreſly ſays upon AHAZ's refuſing a 
fign, The Lord ſhall give you a fen, Behold q virgin 
ſha ll conceive, cc. 5 
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But he endeavours at a reaſon, to ſhew, 


that no ſign was given AHAZ. This rea- 


ſon had need be a very plain and good one; 
when the text ſays, the Lord ſhall give you a 
a „n; when the text names the in, Behold 
a virgin, &c. which was to be a gn of the 
accompliſhment of the matter promis'd by 
the prophet ; and when that ſign 1s after- 
wards related as actually preceding the ſaid 
accompliſhment, And this reaſon ought to 
ariſe from the context, which, as it _ 
is as expreſs and plain, that God did give 
AHAZ a fign, as 1s poſhble. But, inftead 
of this, he argues againſt the matter expreſly 
aſſerted by Isa1an, by ſaying, he can ſee 
no reaſon to think, that a was intended to 
be given to AH AZ; I. Becauſe he canngsſee, that | 
ſuch a fign was likely to have anſwer d any good end: 
for there was no encouragement to hope, that 


5.63, 0. AHAZ (who was a *thorough-pac'd Unbeliever) 


would have turn'd his eyes to any fign that might 
have been given him; or have ſpent one thought 
about it, 2. Becauſe if God had been reſolu d, 
however AHAZ carried it, to have given him a 
fign to aſſure him, that his enemies ſhould not 
prevail againſt him, he would have done it at 
the firſt. Aud it ſeems ſuch an odd method of 
proceeding, firſt, to make the perſon the offer of a 
thing, and then after he, from a vile principle, 


Think the Wiſe God abled in this manner in the 


caſe before us. 


_ Theſe 8 TT think, need no anſwer, 


N as being grounded on theſe ſuppoſitions; 


that Mr. Green is fully acquainted with the 

will of God, and his intentions; and that 

his conceptions in & matter, about —_— 
| ca 
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cannot but be much in the dark, muſt be the 


rule of God's doing or forbearing an action, 


and this againft an expreſs aſſurance, that 
God diddo fo. PET) TE Ls 


This way of interpretation lays the bible 
open to all the contradictory and fooliſh 
meanings, which ignorant, weak, enthu- 


ſiaſtick, or deſigning men can, from theic 


weak ſchemes of things, put upon it. And I 


do not ſee, that Mr. Green makes any other 


uſe of the bible, but under the mere pretence 
of its authority, to vent his own whimſies, 
and make them, and not the context, the 
rule of interpretation, and that in oppo- 


fition to the moſt expreſs and plain args ; 


thereof, I enter not into a vindication of 


God's conduct, in promſing and giving a /n 
to AHAZ upon AHAZ's refuſing a fign, a- 
gainſt Mr. Green's attacks upon it, as odd 
and unbecoming his wiſdom. No intelligent 
reader can want that from the circumftances 
ariſing from the matter, as related in Isa IAH, 


nor from an hundred ſuppoſitions, which e- 
very intelligent man may make in favour 


of what God is actually ſaid to do, nor from 
that modeſty and humility, which every 
man has in proportion to his knowledge. 
It is ſufficient to ſay, that the manifeſt ſenſe 
of the text, however odd to Mr. Green, is a- 

inſt him, and that his reaſoning to fix his 
ſenſe on the text is wholly remote and im- 
Per tian in the . 
is third reaſon is an argument taken from 
the context. © It is certain, ſays he, that 
the judgments that are threaten'd in the 
* ſame breath with which this prophecy is 


deliver d, plainly ſhew, that God then 


« had 


65. 
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c had no deſign to comfort AHAaz' and his 
< people, in aſſuring them by a ſign, that the 
4 projects of their enemies ſhould in a lit- 
<« tle time be confounded, They are indeed 
aſſur'd of this, but as there 1s no ſign to 
gain credit to the aſſurance of it; ſo if 
« you do not interpret the prophecy we 
« are conſidering in the ſenſe in which 
* St. MATTHEW underſtood it,” | that is ac- 
cording to Mr, Green, as literally relating 
to the 1780 MARV's an of the Meſ 
ſiah,] © this aſſurance could do nothing at 
« all for their comfort.” He adds, « Is = 
« ſaid indeed, before the child, (the prophet 
2 ans Cle Tl may think to SHEARJASHUB {| 
in his hand) fball know to refuſe the evil | 
and chuſe the good, the land ſhall be forſaken | 
of both her kings. But what comfort could 
this be to AHAZ and his people, (unleſs 
the paſſage under our conſideration has 
another ſenſe, than that you put upon it,) 
« when the next words are, The, Lord ſhall 
e bring upon thee and thy father's houſe, days, that 
* have not come, from the day that Ephraim 
©. departed from Judah, even the king of A, 
„ ſyria! And when in the reſt of the chap- 
< ter a depopulating of their country is re- 
& preſented as a conſequence of this.” 

In anſwer to theſe ſuggeſtions, which have 
not the colour of argument, and are nothing 
but aſſertions againſt fact, I obſerve, that 
God had a deſign to comfort AHAZ and his 
people, who were under the greateſt conſter- 
nation on the invaſion of the kings of Syria 
and {ſrael, and particularly by a /n to aſ- 
ſure them that the deſign of the two kings 
thould come to nothing. 


For, 


God, and order'd to take SHEARJASHUB 
his Son with him to AHAZEz, whoſe heart was 
movd at it, as well as the hearts of his peo- 
ple, as the trees of the wood are mou d with the 
wind, and ſay unto him, fear not, neither be 


| | fainthearted, for the defign of theſe kings ſhall 


not ſtand, nor ſhall it come to paſs. But Aha. 
not giving credit to the prophet, | the pro- 
phet ſpeaks again to Ahaz ſaying, Ai me 4 


1 fien, to ſhew that I come to you from God 


with a Meſſage of comfort. And upon 
An AZ's refuſing a. fign, the prophet ſays, 
[tho you refuſe a ſign; ] The Lord ſhall give you. 
a fign, Behold a Virgin ſhall conceive and bear a 
fon, and ſhall cad his name IMMANUEL. + Bur- 
ter and honey ſhall he eat, that he may know to 
refuſe the evil and chuſe the good. For before 
the child, that is, the child to be born, ſball. 


N Eno to refuſe the evil and chuſe the good, the | 


land ſhall be forſaken of. both her kings. And 


this plain account is further confirm'd in 


Iſaiah, as it was alſo by the event. For the 


prophet + eook faithful wimeſſes, and went unto the + Iſa. viii 


prafhes , [a young woman, or Virgin, whom 
e took to wife on this 9 and ſhe 
conceived and bare a ſon, who by the order 


4 of God was alſo to be call'd MA HER-sHKALAL- 


HASH-BAZ. For before the child ſball haue 
4975 to cry My Father and My Mother, the 
riches of Damaſcus and the ſpoil of Samaria ſhall . 


ws - 


be taken away before the king of Aſſyria. Which 


J is exactly of the ſame import with the pro- | 
Y miſe above cited, that before the child know to 


refuſe the evil and chuſe the good, the land, viz. 
3 8 | | 5 ing. 


s 
For, upon the invaſion of the kings of 9. 
nia and Iſrael, the * prophet was ſent by * Ja. vii. 
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to comfort AH AZ and his people; that 

he aſſured them the deſign of the two kings 
ſhould: not ſucceed, (which of it ſelf was 
comfort,) that he did give them a % n there- 
of, wiz. a young woman s conceiving a fon; that 
that fer,” as being immediate and preſent, 
and à viſible /n, was ſuited to the preſent 
occaſion of their fears; that the event as re- 
lated in IsAIAH confirms this matter; that 
the event of the Meſſiah, a matter to hap- 
pen ſeven or eight hundred years after, has 
no relation to their preſent fears; [to ſay 
nothing here, that it does not in the leaſt ap- 
pear from ISA IA H, or from any of the boo 
of the prophets, that the Jews had at this 
time any notion of a Meſſiah] and that the 
child, who was to refuſe the evil and chuſe the 
good, before the land was to be forſaken of both 
her king, was not, and could not be SHE a R- 
 Ja$HUB; who, firſt, does not appear to ac- 
company his father on this occaſion, and 
who, if he did accompany his father, is ex- 
cluded, from being the child meant, in the 
plaineſt manner. For the words of the pro- 
phet are, Behold a virgin ſhall conceive and 
bare a ſon, and before the child, | that is, the 
child to be born of the virgin, according to 
the immediate preceding relative, there be- 
ing not the leaſt ground to correct the prophet 
ISsAIA RHS grammar and context by a mere 
Imaginary ſuppoſition of Isa1an's leaving 
ſo important a matter, as the pointing to 
SHEARJASHUB, to be found out by conjec- 
ture, in oppoſition to the plain grammati- 
cal ſenſe, and that a ſuppoſition, of ſuch a 
nature, as if allow'd and applied, whenever 
1 | men 


. A p TT ens 


men have purpoſes to ſerve, will confound the 
ſenſe of any book whatſoever, ] ſbal know to 
refuſe the evil aud chuſe the good, the land ſhall be 
forſaken f both her kings. Nor does the threat 
contained in the words immediately follow- 


ing the affair of the promiſe of a conception of 
the virgin and the aſſurance of the unſucceſſ- 
ful deſigns of the two kings, at all contradict 


the comfort promiſed in the matter of the two 
kings, which was that which then mov'd the 
heart of AHAZ, and the hearts of his people, as the 
trees of the wood were moved with the wind. It is 


very conſiſtent, for God to give men comfort, 


as to one particular evil, about which they 
have preſent apprehenſions, and yet to threa- 
ten them with another evil: and Mr. Greens 
ſuppos d contradiction ſeems a moſt ſlight ob- 
ſervation to ſet aſide the plain and obvious 
ſenſe of the prophet. Mr. GREEN adds to 


ſupport what he has ſaid, that * it may caſt . , 
<«« ſome further light upon this prophecy, as 3. 69. 
© well as confirm, what he has above obſerv d, 


“ to add, that if God meant to have given 
* AHAZ and his people a fign for their confort, 
< and to aſſure them that their enemies ſhould 

«< ina little time be confounded, a virgin's 
<< for a young woman's ] conceiving and bearing 
« a ſon, would by no means anſwer his end; 
+ becauſe there was nothing extraordinary in 


Zit. For what miracle is this, a young wo- 


* man's conceiving and bearing a ſou in the na- 
„ tural way? Marvellous, adds he, in the way 
< of ridicule, is this work, the. conception and 
« tearing a child!” And heobſerves, that this 


is a matter, wherein men my $9 ſs right. f . p. | 
y,t tdi argu- 11. 


To which it is ſufficient to ſa 
ing againft, and ridicu * — 
8 I D 
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f God, and that alſo by falſifying it, when 


he ſays, Marvellous is this work, the conception and 


bearing a CHILD! when the word of God ſays 
a ſon; and that it would have been more juſt 
in it ſelf, and more becoming a regard to 
the bible, to take the fact, as there related, 
and to obſerve upon it, that no one could tell 
with certainty, except miraculouſly, firſt, that 


a a young woman or virgin ſhould in a ſhort time 


econdly, that that child 


conceive a child; and 


ſhould be a male, and live a certain time. 


The text of the bible is to be taken, as we find 
it, and to be accounted for as it is, when there 
is no various reading, or pretence for corrup- 
tion or interpolation. Otherwiſe, we make a 
mere noſe of wax of it, and ſubject it to our 
a rao 1gnorance, enthuſiaſms, and inte- 

He adds, by way of further attack on this 
ſuppos d fen, that it was * not ſuited to the cir- 
cumſtances, that An AZ and his people were in, 
whoſe fears and diſtreſs were preſent and imme- 
diate : and he attacks it for its impropriety, 


as you do the interpretation of it, as a „en to 


happen eight hundred years after, As if a 
figs given to fall out, within a year's time, 
of relief to happen ſoon after to the people, 
to whom the ien was given, was nor ſuited to 
the preſent circumſtances of thoſe people! and 
as if ſuch. a gn was to be parallell'd with a 


Fun, which has no relation to the preſent dif 


treſs, and is not to take effect till eight hun- 
dred years after the generation, to whom it 
eee, fo os oawiras. 7 
III. Mr. Green having, as he thinks, prov'd that 


the prophecy cannot relate to a young woman in the 


days of Ar az, proceeds upon that foundation 
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in the next place, to ſhew, that it relates to 
the virgin MARY and the birth of 'JESUs, 

That foundation I have qr already, 

iſts in inter- 

preting away the plain text, by mere ehime- 


* Ibid. fi 
71+ 


ras, all inconſiſtent with the expreſs. letter 
thereof. I have therefore nothing to do, but 


here, which he urges to ſhew it relates to the 
virgin MARY and the birth of IEsuvs. 
He + ſays, every circumſtance, apply'd 
by K. MATTHEW, agrees with the pro- 
< phecy. For MARV was a pure virgin, 4 knew 
& not a man; and the only perſon we KNOW 
4 of, who conceiv'd in ſuch circumſtances. 
«© And as Jesus only was born of a virgin, ſo 
* he ALONE could properly be calld DAM A- 
„ NUEL, God with ys. And of im oNLY 


< it could ſtrictly be ſaid, || the government ſhall 


«© be upon his ſhoulder, and his name ſhall be call d 
* Wonderful,Counſeller, The Mighty God, The Ever 


e laſting Father, The Prince of Peace, of the increaſe 


4 of his 88 and peace there ſball be no end 
* &c, whi 


32 
3 


or any ether perſon in that age 


to conſider merely the additional arguments 


+ id. p. 
77 


4 Mat. i. 
9 


Luke i. 
34» 


I Iſa. ix. 
6, 7 | 


h are things evidently too high for 
© MAHER-SHALAL-HAS-BAS, HEZEKIAH, 


Theſe are all the circumſtances he urges to 


prove, that every circumſtance literally agrees with 
the prophecy. Whereas, he ſhould have pro- 


duc'd the whole prophecy, and ſhew'd the i- 
teral agreement in gvery circumſtance, But as the 
whole prophecy-difagrees literally in every cir: 
rumſtance, ſo he enters not into a juſt and pro- 
per compariſon, and confines himſelf to What 


ſeems to have a ſhadow of literal agreement, I 


ſay, to what ſeems to haye'a ſhadow of literal 
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E 
agreement, for the circumſtances he produces have 
no real literal agreem enn. 
1. For MAR 's being A pure virgin, and | 
concerving in thoſe circumſtances, has no literal a- 
greement with ISA IAH, who ſpeaks only of a 
young woman, | as appears both by the context 
in IsA1AH, and by the uſe of the original 
word, Almah, throughout the old teſtament} 
who is to conceive, and that without the lea 
intimation of any miraculous or even remote 
conception, but on the contrary who was im- 
mediately to conceive in order to be a ſign to 
AHAZ and his people, and who did, naturally 
conceive a ſon, as it is related in ISA IA H. 
And the miracle itſelf of a pure virgin's concei- 
wing is well known (tho Mr. GREEN profeſ- 
ſes to know nothing of the matter) to have been 
very frequent; as is ſhewn by the learned 
* Huetii HUET Ius, who gives divers Inſtances there- 
Alnetanæ thereof, among the pagans, to make it cre- 
 Qzft. dible, that the virgin Mary might conceive 
11: c. xv. yithout the intervention of man. 
| Let me add, that the Jeus, [ tho' they ne- 
t Simon, ver pretended to found their doctrine t of a 
Hf. Crit. Meſſiah on a literal, but only on the allegorical 
Z 19:41. ſenſe of the old teſtament] never 4 ſo much as 
1 1 referred this paſſage of Is A 1A H, to the Meſſinh. 
| Myſtery of And Dr. SHERLOCK'S | obſervation ſeems 
Gedlineſs, perfectly juſt, when he ſays, that probably 
p- 328, © the prophecy, a virgin ſball conceive a ſon, was 
94 4 not underſtood by the antient Jews 5 im- 
u Sher- <© porting a miraculous conception; and that 
— r. 9 ian + ſenſe led — to underſtand 
e. 2. 3. 4 it ina ſenſe agreeable to nature and ex- 


Let me add alſo an obſervation for you, 
againſt other adverſaries, that a pure virgins 


con- 
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S coxceiving, could of it ſelf be no fign at all to 
the Jews, becauſe no body can tell but the 
virgin her ſelf, whether ſhe conceives miracu- 
louſly, or no. And therefore the in in Is alan 
muſt lie in the conception of a young woman or 
virgin naturally, which is a viſible, manifeſt, ſen- 
ſible ſign, and not in the conception of a pure virgin 
which, being an inviſible ſign, is no fign at al 
2. As to his aſſert ion, tha IJEsus alone could 
properly be called IMM ANUEL, God with us, I an- 
| ſwer that IEsus cou'd not alone be properly call'd 
IMMANUEL); becauſe that name was given by 


treſs. And if it ſignifyd in Is a1TAH, onh, [ that 
is properly] a fign of God's aſſiſtance, it did not ſig- 
nify properly, only the birth and preſence of God 
himſelf; whom the Jews never ſuſpected was to 
be born of a woman,and could not therefore think 
to be properly ſignify'd by the word IMMANUEL 
in that place. It is the common qeuiſb way of 
ſpeech to give divine names to things, and places 
on account of things done or to be done. 
3. As to the third circumſtance founded on 
the agreement of Ixsus with the character 
given of a perſon in another place of IsAILAR, 
what is that to the prophecy before us? How 
does an agreement to another place in IsA1Aam 
ſhew an agreement here? There is not one 
word in the context, where the ſaid paſſage 
ſtands, to refer it to the child of the young wo- 
man in the prophecy before us. And it is there - 
fore needleſs to make a juſt tranſlation of the 
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. paſſage here, and ſhew that it relates to Hx- 
. ZECHIAH, eſpecially after the performances 
: of GROT1Us, and pur moſt ingenious" com- 


mentator WHITE. _** Under 
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God to IsAI A H's ſon; to whom GRO T Tus ob- * Grotius 
ſerves it was applicable by his being God's fign in Ja. 
to the Jews of his aſſiſtance to them in their diſ- vii. 14. 
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Under this head of ſhewing an agreement be- 
tween MARY'S conception in MATTHEW, and 
the birth of a fon in IsA1an, he makes an 


objection to himſelf from the e in 


in theſe words: © There is, ays he, one 
* difficulty in my expoſition, which I muſt 


<« account for: It is expreſly ſaid the Lord him 


< ſelf ſhall give you a ſigu; and what was this 
& in, if not the virgin's conception and bearing a 
& ſon? for it immediately follows, Behold a vir- 
gin ſhall conceive, &c. and of what could 
< this be a fign, if not of the confounding the ene- 
* mies of Judah? Tet how could a virgin's con- 
© ception and bearing a ſon, above ſeven hundred 
years after be any fign to the Jews, who lived in 
4 the time of AHA Z.. K 

This, which he calls a difficulty, is the mani» 


feſt ſenſe of the place, and utterly ſubverts 


his pretended ſenſe thereof: and nothing 
can be more abſurd than his conduct, 
firſt, to coin a ſenſe of ISA TAH, founded on 


chimeras and inconſiſtencies with Is ALA, 


and, then to conſider the real, manifeſt, and 
obvious ſenſe only as a mere difficulty; which 
as he has taught us, in the beginning of this 
article, has no weight, though it cannot be 


anſwered, in oppoſition to what is fully proved, 


as he will ſuppoſe every thing to be; which 
he advances, how weak however it be. This 


is a moſt noble circle of diſputation, and the 


weak ſcheme, into which the deſperateneſs 
of their cauſe has reduced him and ſome 
others, ho ſee but little before thnem. 


But let us conſider how he gets rid of the 


difficulty, and how he ſhews, that the mani- 
feſt ſenſe of the place contain d in the ſaid 


KN n 2 N A 8 10 * = 2 Nn N „ AA w; ̃²˙-mꝛ˙̃ͤſ — ü! ²— V So OO OO OR un n * 4 r Ar 7 a * 
PPC Uw ˙ V Ee 8 . ; 


186 IFRODOS eg, 


ſays, © We may conſider the fourteenth, fif- 
ce tęeenth, and ſixteenth verſes F Therefore 
the Lord himſelf ſhall give a fien; behold, a 
virgin ſhall conceive, and bear a ſon, and ſhe 
*. ſhall call his name IMMANUEL ; butter and 
© honey ſhall he eat, that he may know to refuſe 
© the evil, and chuſe the good, For before the 
* child ſhall know to refuſe the evil, and chuſe 
* the good, the land that thou abhorreſt, ſhall: be 
& forſaken of both her kings | as containing 
ce two diſtinct predictions, - Firſt, That a vir- 
« gin ſhall conceive and bear a fon, &c. Se- 
* condly, That the land of the enemies of 
1 goed ſhould be forſaken of her kings, be- 
«© fore SHEARJASHUB ſhould know to re- 
* fuſe the evil, and chuſe the good; and 
© one of theſe predictions is certainly made 
a ſign of the other, and was to be fulfil- 
“ led in token, that the other ſhould alſo 
< come to paſs in its ſeaſon. Now, the 
* queſtion is, which of theſe predictions is 
the ſign of the accompliſhment of the 


© other. You ſuppoſe that the virgin's con- 


4 ceiving and bearing a ſon is the ſign of 
* the land's being forſaken of both her kings. 


within ſuch a time; but ſince I have evi- 


* dently ſhewn the abſurdity of this ſuppo- 


„ ſition, I may reaſonably conclude, that 
© that which you look upon as the for is in 


< reality the prediction to be confirm'd by 


the ſign; and that God, by the prophet, 


does here aſſure the houſe of * David, 
that a virgin ſhould conceive and bear a 
e ſon, who ſhould be an IMM ANUEL, Gop 


* with us, the e Meſſiah And ſince 
< many among 


em were ſtaggering through 


«. unbelief at the promiſe of God, that the 
"iv TT | . 2 2 
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d be born to the houſe of DA 


vip, then in ſuch melancholy circum- 


4 ſtances; and ſince this was a matter they 
& had never heard of before, and yet more 


* incredible, that he ſhould be born of à virgin, 


God kindly tells them, that this ſhould be 


* the ſign of his making good this gracious 
* promiſe, or glorious prophecy, the land of 


te their enemies ſbould be forſaken of both her 
& kings before SHEARJASHUB, to whom we 
* may ſuppoſe the prophet pointed, ſbould | 
& know to refuſe the evil, and chuſe the good, 4 
though he ſhould eat butter and honey, (have 
<« plenty of food ſuitable to men of his age) 


« that he might be in a capacity of doing it as ſoon | 


< as poſſible. And thus we have a ſign, ac- | 
* cording to your deſire, ſoon coming to paſs, 
< of a thing to be performed above ſeven | 
c hundred years to come.” 


In anſwer to thoſe parts of this not before 
conſidered, I ſay, | ae 


. That inſtead of anſivering the difficuly, 


he does nothing, but endeavour to confound 
the order of the ſenſe and words of ISATA H. 


The difficulty is, It is expreſly ſaid, the Tord 


* himſelf ſhall give a Kn and what was this | 


* fign, if not the virgin 8 bearing 
* a ſon? for immediately follows, Behold a vir- 


* gin ſhall conceive, Cc. and of what could 


this be a fign, if not of the confounding the 


< enemies of Judah? yet how could a virgin: 


cc 


| i conceiving and bearing a ſon, above ſeven hun- 
died years after be any fign to the Jews, uo lived 


in the time of AHAZ? | & 4d 
And he anſwers by ſaying, That: the fi 


is not the 9g 94's of the virgin, but the 


deſtruction of the deſign of the two kings, | 


which 
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hich" was to be a ſign of the virgin's con- 
ception ſeven hundred years after. Wherein 
he expreſty affirms the contrary to what is 
expreſly Taid by IsAla mn; who, purſuant to 
the deſign of his commiſſion, which was to 
aſſure An AZ by a iin, that his enemies 
ſhould not ſucceed againſt him, makes the 
virgin conception to be the fer of his ſuc- 
ceſs againſt the two kings z and wherein he 
advances a ſcheme wholly remote from. the 
ſubject matter, For what can be more re- 
mote than this, the prophet ſays to AH AE, 
« You, An AZ, are afraid of your enemies: 
« but they ſhall not ſucceed; and I will 
« prove it to you by a ſign.” And upon 
AnAaz's refuſing a ſign, © the prophet ſays, 
* You ſhall have a fen; Behold a virgin ſhall 
< conceive, &c. meaning, according to Mr. 
Green, by thoſe words, Behold a virgin ſpall 
conceive, c. no fign at all, but making that 
conception, which 1s a matter wholly foreign 
to the affair of ſucceſs againſt the two kings, 
to be the thing ſignified, and the ſucceſs againſt 
the two kings, which was viſibly the thing 
to be ſignified, the ſign of an event [not at al 
pertinent to the matter] to happen ſeven 
undred years after? _ Rae: 
This is manifeſtly to make the prophet not 
talk ad idem, and to be guilty of the greateſt 
 Incoherence and 8 imaginable, and 
that in oppoſition to the plaineſt, moſt natu- 
ral and moſt coherent, and moſt reaſonable 


ſenſe imaginable. | 

And as this interpretation of Mr. Green is 
to the laſt degree inconſiſtent with the text, 
and perfectly wild and enthuſiaſtick; ſo the 
ſteps, by which he would introduce it, are 
OOTY -” falſe 


— 
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_ falſe in themſelves, and entirely without 
foundation. VVV 
I. Firſt, there is no colour to make SHEAR- 
TASHUB the child in queſtion, but the contrary, 
as has been ſhewn already. © 
2. Secondly, it is an expreſs contradiction 
to the text, to ſay, the wirgin's conception. and 
bearing a ſon is not the ſign given by the prophet, 
as I have before ſhewn. It is alſo, as I. con- 
ceive, a contradiction to all other interpreters, 
who, tho they interpret the virgin to mean 
the virgin MAR, yet ſtill, in conformity with 
the expreſs words of Iſaiah, continue to make 
the virgin the fign of an intended event. 

3. Thirdly, to talk of the Jews ſtagger: 
thro unbelief at the promiſe, that the Meſſiah 
ſhould be born of the houſe of David in the preſent 
Circumſtances, and to build on that notion, and 
to comment on the text as ſuppoſing it, when 
there is ſo far from being a word about ſuch 
ſtaggering in the matter of the Meſſi ah, that 
there is not a word, that implys the leaſt no- 
tion of a Meſſiah known to the Jews, or to 
IsAlAn himſelf, is in reality to fay any 
thing, and invent any thing to ſerve- a pur- 
poſe, and implies a liberty to conſtrue a book 
to any purpoſe whatſoe ver, in oppoſition to 
the plaineſt and moſt obvious ſenſe, 

So that his very foundation, wiz. that ſuc- 
_ ceſs againſt the two kings was a fign of the 
Mela, has nothing to ſupport it, but his 
mere imagination: and it is no. leſs abſurd 
to introduce ſuch a ſcheme, as the event of a 
Meſſiah, than to pervert Is a1an, by making 
his gn to be the thing ſignified, and the 
thing propoſed by him to be ſignified to be the 
An. And I conceive, it is not poſſible t 
con- 
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To G © 
conſider any perſon making a more wild in- 
terpretation of a place, and under greater 
diſtreſs to account for a text before him, than 
Mr. Green who cannot be allowed to make 
ſufficient” amends for his conduct, by a ſort of 
ingenuity at the cloſe, when he ſuppoſes, that | 
* you or others,, may raiſe objeftions to his inter- Letters, 
pretation, which he may not be able to anſwer z which ?- $5. 
1ngenuity he, at the ſame time, moſt incon- 
ſiſtently gives up, by his daring to ſay, that 
his fenſs Seems to him the moſt natural ſenſe of the 

lage: I ſay, daring to ſay; for can any thing 
be leſs modeſt, than to affirm, that to be the 
moſt natural ſenſe of a place, which is ſo mani- 
feſtly repugnant to the text, and which he 
himſelf gives us as wholly new, and which he 
ſays may have objeftions made to it, which be 
may not be able to anſwer. 35 | 
You have in your book cited many great 
authorities for your ſenſe of the place. To 
theſe I could add many more : But I will con- 
tent my ſelf with the great acchbiſhopTiLLoT: 
SON ; obſerving, firft, how proper it is to cite 
authorities in the caſe to one, who uſes an aſ⸗ 
ſuming and invidious way of controverſy, in 
pretending to vindicate St. MaTTHEW, 
and to throw him at you, when the Queſtion 
is, what St MATTHEW means, and when 
the greateſt divines underſtand St. Mar- .. 
THE, as you do. , I was foretold, ſays TIL 1 
LOTSON, that the Meſſiah ſhould be born of a , 4. 
virgin, Ja. vii. 14. which you ſee, accordingly fulfil 
led, Matt. i. That this is not the primary, but the. 
myſtical ſenſe of that place in IsAIAH, I think 
may, without prejudice, be granted to the Jews, 
who, in innumerable places f the old teſtament, do. 


wy + 


befides the firſt and literal ſence, allow H a myſ+ 


7 


tical one. CCC 
To conelude this article, can any one more 


expoſe St. MATTHEW and chriſtianity to 
contempt than Mr. Green has done ; by ſup- 


: poling the explication of a prophecy of 


Leiters, 


7 86 


SATAH, that is neceſſary to defend St. 
MaTTHEw's application, not hit on be- 


fore that given by him; and by intro- 
ducing a new expoſition of his own thereof, 
and that an- expofition of ſuch a nature, as 


if allowd, will ſubject the bible to any 
meaning whatever, that the weak or craf- 
ty think fit to put upon it; and by ſup- 
poſing another expoſtion may be found out, 


in caſe his will not ſerve the turn? St. 


MaTTHEw has hereby a defence made 


for him, which may be very remote and 


perhaps never come, or rather no defence 


at all, and is left expoſed to an inſupe- 


rable objection, or objection that cannot be 
anſwered, in order to avoid your myſtical 
hypotheſis, if that may be called yours, which 


Jon maintain - in common with ſq many 


earned divines, 


«4 
I . 2 


Mr. Green in his fifth letter propoſes to con- 
ſider, the ¶ four qther prophecies, cited in the 
new teſtament, which you inſtanced in, as not 
literaly, but typically and myſtically agp d in the 
new een, and upon them to ſay as little 
as may be. 


* , 


That Sitele I ſhall anſver in leſs compaſs. 


I obſerye on the t of theſe rophecies, 
Our of Egypt have I calf'd my ſon; that he de- 


nies 
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nies, both in Ag to moſt interpreters 
[and particularly to the learned Mr, Ja ES 

PIC, Who, on this occaſion moſt judiciouſ 

ly | ſays, that Wl when a text 1s Cited in the * Para- 

«< manner this is, and it is ſaid, ſuch a pbraſe on 
« thing was done, THAT it might be fulfil d the Phi- 
6 which-was ſpoken, he always eſteems the paſ- lippians, 

« ſage cited to be a direct prophecy. of that P99 

<« particular event, and that it belongs to that 

« event] and to St. MATTHEW himſelf, 
that this paſſage is not quoted as a prediction 7 2 ue 
am future event, I ſay, in oppoſition to St. MaT=* ? 
HEW, Who expreſly ſays, CHRIST went in- 
to Egypt, that it might be fulfilled which was ſpo- 
ken of the Lord by the prophet, ſaying, Out of Egypt 
have I call d my ſon; and that be perverts the 
ſenſe of the plaineſt expreſſion in the caſe, 

when he ſays, that other things, other words, other 
paſſages of the old teſtament may be. ſaid to be fulfil d, 
befides the prophecies and predictions of future events. 

So that he is ſo far from proving this prophecy 

to be a literal prophecy, that, in oppoſition to 

the plaineſt words of St. MATTHEW, he de- 

nies it to be a prophecy. 9 

As to the next prophecy cited, via. JESUS'S 

* dwelling at Nazareth, that it might be ful- 

« filld, which was ſpoken by the prophets, 
« he ſhall be call Nazarene,” he t freely owns, | Ibid, . 
that none of the prophets haue ſo much as intimated, 86. 
that the Meſhah was to dwell at Nazareth, And 
conſequently here is no foundation for ſuppo- 
ling a literal accompliſhment of a prophecy. 

_ As to the prophecy of MALACHI, concerns 
ing the coming of EL1JAH, apply'd in the 3 
new teſtament to JohN the baptiſt, he || al- || Bid. 5. 4 
lows, that the apoſtle quits the /ireral ſenſe of 87, 88. ö 
the Prophet, and has recourſe to the myſtical | 


enſe 


* 


ek, Pw; 
ſenſe, which he ſays, you ought zo ſhe 
tural and abſurd. This 1s alls yielding up the 
point to you, whoſe byſineſs it was to ſhew 
the prophecy not literaly, but myſtically apply d, 
without entring into the queſtion of the abſurdi 
and unnaturalneſs of myſtical applications, which 
you are ſo far from pretending to attack, that 
Jour book ſuppoſes them to be the proofs of 
1 the truth of chriſtianity, - 456 
„ia As to the laſt of the four, he * ſays, he © may 
Aid. p. ©. 2 k . 
- os. grant, that it 15 manifeſt, as you ſay, that 
according to the literal ſenſe, it relates to the ob- 
& ſtinate Fown in the time of ISATAH. But 
“ adds he, what hinders, that it may not alſo 
« relate, and in the ſame ſenſe, to the obſti- 
* nate Fews, who liv'd in the time of IEsus.“ 
What hinders ſuch literal application 1s, the 
limitation of it, to be met with in the pro- 
het himſelf, to a time to expire long before 
ESUS came into the world, as Gxo r Ius un- 
derſtands the place. And for your interpre- 
tation of it, as not Jiteraly belonging to the 
Jeus in IEsus's time, take the interpretation 
olf biſhop KIDDER. He, in giving inſtances 
+ Demonſt. Of accommodations us d in the new teſtament, + 
of the ſays, the words of ISAIAH vi. 9. which 
Meſſiah, « were ſpoken to thoſe of his oun time, are 
* P. ce ſaid to be fulfill'd in thoſe, who liv'd in our Sa- 
( djours time and are accommodated to them.“ 
There is but one thing more to be conſider' d 
on the head we are now upon, and that is, his 
1 Letters, Objection to you, for arguing from || five in- 
7 94, &c- ſtances of prophetick citations made out of the 
| old in the new teſtament, and apply'd, not li- 
terally but typically therein, that all the other cij- 
tations are apply'd in the ſame manner. 7s, 
ſays he, no good arguing from particulars to M7 
# Tos als. 


Lat tis 


* ** * 
> nnn 


Talks » But your —__ we an. 


edgwill vindicate it ſelf, and ſhew that Mr. 


"= underſtands not the true notion of argu- 
ing in the caſe. Tou do indeed only give five 


inſtances of prophetick citations made out of 
the old in the new, teſtament, as not LITE. 
RAL Ly but v TIGAL LY apply d; rightly 
Judging it not proper to enter into the full 

long detail of all the prophetick cita- 
tions. But then you aſſert, that you have con- 
fider d the reſt, and ſind them al apply d in the ſame © 
manner. And this ſeems a right method of pro- 
ceeding: and the true anſwer to be given to 
it, is, not by ſaying, there is o arguing from 


particulars to univerſals, but to name an inſtance 


to you, of a prophecy literally aphd; who — 
ny there is any one ſuch; and who only 
froe inſtances, as a ſpecimen, how. the A les | 


| apply the prophecies; and who ſhould be rea . 


to give an anſwer to any inſtance, that an a 
e 9 Wien fit to Wear Ft 


| a 8 7 To ” | 
1 now proceed to his eritique and ahi up- 


on you, with reſpect to your numerous wer 
tion of authors. 


He ſays, ＋ I. he a, little old, that —_ you ad- $ Letters, 
mit of no authority as ſacred, you ſhould ſeem - fond P- 25 


of ſupporting almoſt every thing you advance by ſome 
writer or other of note, and be ſometimes carried ſo 
far by this paſſion, as to apply his words 1 0 4 purpoſe, | 
that never entred into his thoughts. 

But why ſhould it ſeem odd for you, to er- 
preſs your N in the words of ſome uriter 
of note? Why may not you argue ad hominem ? 
Does not ſuch a Way of writing produce at- 


tention 


T5693 1 
tention to you, when, perhaps, otherwiſe 
there — be none? Habs not the ſupport- 
ing your notions by the authority of 4writers of 
note juſtly obviate and prevent all invidions 
reflections and terms of reproach on account 
of the ſaid notions, which you aſſert in com- 
mon with the moſt learned divines? And 1s not 
Mr. Green's dillike to this, which is undoubt- 
edly an innocent thing, a proof, that he is 
_ concern'd, you ſhould appear to be in ſo good 
company, as he probably thinks the authors, 
you cite, may be? And why may not you 
quote $T1LLINGFLEET and other authors, 
as well as Mr. Green; who with more juſtice 
may be ſaid to admit of no authority as ſacred, 
than you: for he, as I have obſerv'd, deter- 
mines, from fchemes and reaſonings of his 
own, what God ought to do, in order to ſettle 
a ſenſe on the bible, which he cannot make 
out from the rules of grammar and criticiſm ; 
and you, in your book, take every thing for 
granted in the bible, and propoſe to be de- 
termin'd by the bible, underſtood according 
to the rules of grammar and criticiſm, with- 
out advancing any ſcheme of your own, as 
a rule, to ſettle the ſenſe thereof. And who- 
ever will confute you muſt prove the bible 
to be againſt you; for to that you appeal. 
It is therefore abſurd in diſputation, as well 
as malicious, to aſſert, you ſubmit to no anthe- 
rity, who ſubmit to the bible, as the rule by 
which to determine your controverſy. Be- 
ſides, he himſelf is guilty of the contradic- 
tion of urging you with the authority of the 
new teſtament for the-ſenſe of the old; tho 
he attacks you here, for not admitting any au- 
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Ap: — you of apphing the 
anni; F authors 10 punpoſe, that never entered. 
into their choughts ; that, when it is a miſrepre- 
ſentation of their ſenſe, i is a fault, and ſhould 


beowned and amended, when known. And, 


in order to it, I ſhall conſider his attack upon 


you on this head,” al 


Tou have in your book nnd as 1 take it, 
ſeveral hundred quotations ; out of which he, 


in ſeveral places of his letters,” inſtances in fix 
as miſe preſentations of the ſenſe of the authors you 
cite, 


r, The * term Allee, cites by you ut of » Latterts 
——— is cited by you in a miſtak N 
ſenſe. And "this I conceive is the only real 
miſtaken quotation ng thoſe wherewith | 
he charges you, 

2. The ſecond quotation, for which nnr 
oy +ſcems to him to be a 1 tb. 5. 23. 
4 3 — A ar rt $35 

For, tho interpolations e 
— no notice is given, may be deemed _ 
by —— tions, yet you no where chargeß 
ra w 


How of interpolations, with ullow- 
Tou know very well, that 

5A of t — that thoſe emerpolæ |] Letters, 

nom were made for the co leating the Scrip- P. 24 

eres ; and that the authors of them were no leſs 


inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt, [to make the ſaid 
im olations ] than the original authors of thoſe 


— wrote the — in an — man- 5 
ner. And you expreſly diſtinguiſh between 
* Mr. Wnis rox, who ſpeaks of the bible as + Diſc 
greatly corrupted, and Dr. PxI1DEAUK and others, p.13 5-137. 
who ſpeak of it as only interpolated, without 

the leaſt infinnation; that the latter take an 


— wats 0-3 oma Nor does your 
Per- 
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{aid circumſtance is a corruption, in the — 5 


imply, that Dr. PRIDbRAUx and thoſe others 


muſt think ſo to. 


3. His next inſtance» is a: charge of miſre- 


_—_— in reſpect of '$TILLINGFLEET. 

ou cite this paſſage, that miracles,” at ſplendid 

gifts at tbey are, are no demonſtrations of the truth, 

and for this citation you refer to Dr. Hicks, 

whoſe expreſs words they are, and to Dr. Sr 11 

LINGELEET; But as to Dr. ST ILIINGFELERE r, 

he is perſuaded, upon the peruſal of his book, 

4. that there is nothing like it in all his book. I do 

3. 25. not pretend to help his eyes or his underſtand- 

{ Orig. Sa- ing 3 but for others, J refer them to the + ſec» 

cre |. 11. tion you cite, which is wholly grounded on 

6.6.7. 16+ the ſuppoſition, that miracles are no demon- 
flraidmes lining 7 ita! S T ic 


157. eee ay of FEST us, mentioned in 
P. 1 the Afr, that he was expert in al cuſtoms and 


| | ions among the Jews. This Mr. Green ob- 
? Letters, 5 i the character, in the Acts, not of FEs- 
P'5* Tus, b & AGRleea., This is very true, 


and the miſtake was ſoon corrected in the 


ſecond edition of your book, long before Mr. 
Green publiſhed his Jerters. By which it will 
appear to be a mere error of the printer or 
tranſcriber entering wrong a marginal paſ- 
52 His next inſtance is a charge of miſ- 
taking ̃ Dean STANHOPE in relation to what 

115. 52. he ſays of miracles. He denies not the words 


* CCC ES ate DO e's lt ain 8 
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to be rightly. cited by you. And, as to the | 


ſenſe of them, he acknowledges, that the 
Dean ſpeaking againſt thoſe, who look on miracles 
4 the adequate and ſole foundation of faith, ſeems 
in the — advauce the argument for chriſ< 
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violence to the text, an 


him for his perpetual miſrepreſentations of pere 
M0 —_ ſong 


tianity from prophecy to the prejudice of the” argu- 
ment for it from miractes'; and that the Dean 
was not - ſufficiently cautions in expreſſing himſelf. 
And he urges another paſſage out of the Dean 
to prove the Dean's want of caution, and that 


you have miſtaken his meaning; But that 


paſſage has no oppoſition to the former, as 
it is underſtood by you; and as it is meant 
by the Dean, for there is no colour for 
Mr. Green to attack the Dean for incautiouſiy ex- 
preſſing himſelf. It is very odd for Mr. Green to 


charge you with miſrepreſemations of a perſon 


whom he corrects, as expreſſing himſelf incau · 
tiouſty, or agreeably to your ſenſe, and then 
to make your miſrepreſentation of him, to lie 


in not underſtanding him, according to his 


unjuſt, ſor ever juſt] correction of him. 
6. His ſixth and laſt inſtance is a charge 
of miſtaking again Dean Sr ANH!O R, whom 


you * cite for ſaying, tis poſſible inthe confider wy Dif » 


tion 7 ſingle prophecies to find out ſome other event ). 
[ beſides JxsUs and the matters relating to 
him] to which theſe might be adapted without great 
q whom you underſtand 
as ſpeaking therein of every individual. pro- 


phecy. And can any thing be plainer, or more 


univerſally expreſſed and to your purpoſe, - 
than his aﬀertion? And the Palla 8 imme- 
diately ſubjoined by the Dean, and cited by 
Mr. Green, as inconſiſtent with the Dean's af-: 


firming, what you ſuppoſe he does of every 


individual prophecy, is ſo far from being really 
— ney ſuch affirmation, that A 
proceeds on that very ſuppoſition, as the in- 
telligent reader may ſee. 2 
1 might in return to Mr. GREEN, attack 
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ſons and things: for I do not recollect, that 
he has made one obſervation. that affects you, 
except in relation to the word difficulties] but 
is founded on ſome miſtake. or miſrepreſen - 
tation, and ſetting things in a falſe. light. 
This has in great meaſure appear d by my an- 
ſwer to him; and that I may not be tire , 
I ſubmit the reſt to the reader. I will only 
obſerve, that he neither underſtands his ad- 
verſary, nor even his own ſcheme. . Indeed, 
he ſeems not to know what he is about, but 
 whenhe is abuſi ve. That part of walgar theo- 
 logy he may be allow'd to underſtand well, as 
well as truly topraQiſe... 
| That he does not underſtand his own ſcheme, 
Letters, appears by his talking of miracles * and 
p- 322 ſeemingly done, in the caſe of Aa RON and the 
magicians, Which not only deſtroys the very 
we 2 Sy 
| ſuppoſition or being of any miracles, ¶ for if 
+ 8» the f miracles of the magicians are ſuppoſed on- 
Fleee= ly to be ſeemingly done, the authority of the ſen- 
wood, id. ſeg is denied, and no proof can be given, that 
. 23. AARON or any body elſe ever did miracles] 
but is particularly inconſiſtent with the 
ſcheme he himſelf builds on, which ſuppoſes 
and aflerts, that the miracles of the magicians 
And that he does not underſtand your ſcheme, 
Il Leiters, appears from his ſaying, ¶ your buflneſs here, i, 
7. 88. you would de any thing againſt chriſtianity, is to ſhew, 
that this you call the myſtical ſenſe is unnatural and 
 abfurd. Your buſineſs was, as I think, to prove, 
that the myſtical — was the chriftian ſcheme 
m 


of things 1 tical ſcheme you have 
endeavour'd to unfold by explications taken 


from the 5 — and learned chriſtian 
yaþbinica] theologers ] without the leaft deſign 
* Ore = 
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that myſtical ſcheme to be unnatural aud abſurd, 
Nay, I am fincerely perſuaded, that you muſt 


think ſich an attempt to be a moſt needleſs, _ 


and moſt impertinent work, as well as incon- 
ſiſtent with your plan. To have the zw/tical 


fcheme deem d unnatural and abſurd, ſeems the de- 


fign of your adverſaries; who generally think 
it ſo manifeſtly abſurd and unnatural, as to con- 
clude you an unbehever, for advancing; that 
ſcheme ; which they think needs no confutation. 
In a word, Mr. Green has plainly xo; ears to 
bear; and till he has got ears, it is impoſſible 
for him to judge of ſounds. 

Laſtly, there is a miſtaken way of arguing 
to ſay nothing worſe of it ] that runs thro' his 
whole diſputation, Therein he ought as a diſ- 
putant to have attack'd propofitions in them- 
felves, and not you as an enemy to chriſtiani- 
ty, who propoſe thoſe propofirions, not in the 
way of oppoſition to chriſtianity, but as chriſtian 
propoſitions, and as the ſenſe of the bible, which 
you ſupport by the authority of the moſt emi- 
nent divines. Views and deſigns are inviſt- 
ble things, and, not being the matters aſſert- 
ed, are not the ſubje&s of diſputation, or mat- 
ters in queſtion, how juſtly ſoever they may 
be . SHERLOCK, W he en- 

ters upon his matter againſt you, begins in 
in this common theological way by ſaying, 


that you have * talen great pains, to ſhew, that . q, 
the argument from prophecy for the truth of | chriſ- lock's Uſe 
tianity, as managed and apply d ly the writers of the &c. 5. 3. 


2 
new teſtament is abſurd and ridiculous ; and that we 
may not flatter our ſelves with hopes of aſſiſtance from 


1 you gi ue us this text of PETER, 
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own ſcriptures, that prophecy, as bad an argument 
as it is, is nevertheleſs the beſt, that our — K 
affords: but then he waves this reflection in 

next words, by ſaying, But your views be to your 


ſelf, what truth there is in your expoſition, and ap- 


plication of this part of ſcripture, we ſhall ſoon ſee ; 


the Dean rightly judging, that his buſineſs was 


only to diſpute againſt the things aſſerted by 


Should I, for example, repreſent Mr. Green, 


as writing lris letters to you, in order to get a 
little credit among old women and a ſmall 
livelihood, - and to raiſe the indignation of the 

mob againſt you; and ſhould I treat his expo» 


not deſerving the raiſing his hire or pay, or 
indeed any PAY at all, and not proper to ſtir 
the paſſions of the people, and ſhould ſay to 
Him, © Sir, if you would do any thing to merit 
credit and pay, and to inflame the people, 
c by explaining ISArAH, againſt the author of 
te the diſcourſe of the grounds, you ſhould give 
ce us, out of the inexhauſtible ſtock of theolo- 
* gy, an expoſition, that ſavourd of a more 
exalted enthuſiaſm, and not ſuch an ex- 


* poſition, ſo low and flat, and ſo ob gr 


<« falſe, as ſhews to every body the utmoſt d 

** treſs you are in to ſupport what you pre- 
tend is the cauſe of chriſtianity, and ma- 
„ nifeſtly gives the advantage in point of 
_« truth to an expoſition [ ſuppos d deſtructive 
* of chriſtianity] of the author of the diſcourſe 
© of the grounds, if that expoſition may be cal- 
“led his, which is the moſt common ex 

* tion, and indeed the moſt manifeſt ſenſe 
<< of the place. But is ſuch a way of writing 


to be juſtify d, in any caſe, except in the wy 
74 ; : | O 


* 


fition of ISA IA H, as a moſt pitiful project, and 


- * 22 W Wb. 4 
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OPENLY profeſſed himſel 


and the true method of diſputation 2 
5 

24 proceed now to the conſideration of a 

concluſion of what 1 ſhall ſay, yet was the 


ſole end of my writing this letter. For I 
ſhould never have troubled myſelf to have 


attack'd his reaſonin 55, if I had not thought 
1 


fit to have attack'd his immoral aſſault upon 


I you; which Ido, not for his ſake, whom 1 do 


not pretend to make aſhamed of it, but or 
the ſake of others, that ſuch | perſons may 


be noted. 


After he has laid down theſe two propoſi- 
tions; firſt, * That there is a God; ſecondly, That 
there is ſome duty that we owe unto him, he adds, 
tions, becauſe I am 757 to one who has not 


religion. 


In anſwer to which I obſerve, ft, That 
the infinuation contain'd therein ſerves no 


purpoſe of the controverſy. Secondly, That 
if ſuch liberty be allow'd in controverſy, 
there is no of abuſes; and controverſies 
muſt be, as indeed they too commonly are, 


an enemy" to natural 
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matter, which, though I have reſerv'd for a 


= 


p. 26. 


T ſay nothing for the confirmation of thoſe propoi- 


little elſe: beſides ſcolding. For what abuſes 


may not be inſinuated, if reports and ima- 
ginations are allowed to be grounds ſufficient 
to bring in ſuch foreign matters; and what 


are ſuch matters, but ſœolding? Thirdly, 
This inſinuation might, on many accounts, 
have been let alone; and eſpecially ſince 
Mr. Green could not well hope, in „ 


5 
8 


his [ſeQarian] credit, and under the. preſent 

anti-high church, anti-presbyterian, anti- 
| Popiſh, anti-hobbian, and truly chriſtian 
ſtate of affairs among us, to ſet the magiſ- 
trate or mob upon you, by his calumnies. 
Why ſhould he ſhew his willingneſs to cut a 
man's throat, when he is ſo impotent? The 
{pirit of his trade or craft, or of his religion or 
irreligion, muſt needs be very predominant 
in him. Furthiy, That ſuch infinuations | 
carry always with them greater evidence of } 
their truth in the perſon who makes them, | 
than in the perſon on whom they. are 
thrown, and ought ever to be retorted, The 
truth of which is grounded on one of the 
moſt common obſervations among men; 
which I will give in the words of an 
' ingenious — — philoſopher, who ſays to 
a reverend presbyterian divine, hw came it 
into your mind, that a man can be an atheiſt? J 
inow DAVID confeſſeth of himſelf, upon the 
Halt of the proſperity of the wicked, thut his feet 
had almoſt ſlipp'd into a ſbert doubtfulneſ of the 
divine providence, And if any thing elſe can 
cauſe a man to ſlip in the ſame kind, it is the 
ſeeing ſuch-as you, who, though you write nothing 
but what is dictated to you by ſome dottor in divi- 
nity, to break through the greateſt of God's com- 
mandmenes, (which is charity,) in every line before 
his face. But how, I ſay, could you think me an 
atheiſt, unleſi it were, becauſe finding your doubts 
| of the deity more frequent then other men. do, you 
are thereby the apter to fall into that kind of re- 
proach ? Wherein you are like women of poor and 
evil education when they ſcold ;, among "whom the 
readieſt diſgraceful word is whore: nuby not theif, 
er any other ill name, tut becauſe, when they re- 
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member themſelves, they think that veproach the © * 
Halte to be true? And this obſervation, -I 
: ſhall take leave further to ſan: ort by 4 Zal> | 
ſed to ſay, * © It is the obſervation of an L. nes, 
* ingenious Author, that truth is always near p. 40. 
&* at hand, fits upon our lips, and is ready 


9 


6e 20 drop from us before ue are aware, Of this, 
« he ſays, you have given us an inſtance, 
« P. 37. Where you tell us, that God can never 
&* be ſuppoſed OFT EN to permit miracles to be 
* 57 for the confirmation of a falſe or pretended 
„„ CEE EI 3. 
pon which I obſerve, that it ſeems very 
extraordinary to ſuppoſe ſuch an origin for 
any. truth nel by you; who may as 
juſtly be thought to conſider what you ſay, 
and to deſign to ſpeak truth, as to ſpeak it only 


1 


S Ga, 


before you are audre, And I think ſuch a 
reflection, fo unjuſt, with reſpe& to you, 

muſt. proceed from one who was well ac- 

quainted with the character of perſons; 

Who have not truth in view, and if it 

drops from them, ſpeak it before they are auare; 

and who have in view to ſpeak and ſubſcribe, 

what they are hir'd to ſpeak, as ſome, I know, 
JJ... HT CIS. TS 

He concludes his laſt Jeter with ſaying, 

that 1 it is his hearty. defire, that you would | Letters, 
Seriouſly review your own work and be con- Þ 3. 
vinc d of your miſtakes, and ſo be brought. to the 
acknowledgement of the truth, that is, to what No 
Mr, Green thinks the truth, or what he thinks 
fit to ſay is the rruth, F 
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IL. cannot. in conſcience nk wiſh 
_ of the like kind; being perſwaded, that the 
virtue and excellency. of man, and that for 
which he will be rewarded by God, does not 
lie in being free from miſtakes, or in agree- 
Ing in opinion with any man, but in the 
hove of truth as fach. And therefore, "inſtead | 
of a hearty deſre; that he may agree with, | 

ou or me, or any one elſe, or may be free | 
rom miſtakes, my hearty defire is, that he an 
all men would be lovers of truth, for wuth's 
fake, and lay aſide education, and r 
and all prejudices in the waking = an 
maintaining opinions: which, if they do, 
they cannot hurt themſelves by any i. 
taken opjnions they can fall into. Mifta» 
ken opinions can hurt none, but thoſe, who 
do not impartially ſearch after truth, = 
Having done with Mr. GREEN, I ſhall 
Though the world may. exouſe you from 
entering the lifts againſt Mr, GREEN, and 
may think it ſufficient for a friend tq per- 
form that part for you; yet it is expected, 
that ſomething ſhould be ſaid by you to 
your other adverſaries, and particularly to 
the right reverend the lord biſhop , of 
Litchfield and Coventry. And I am not with- 
out hopes, that you will anſwer the publick 
EXP 8 „ and on 105 Je 12 1 
you of ſetting in a Juſt light the queſtion | 
- Meſiahb; which, though it be The moft 
important queſtion in chriſtianity, and that 
upon which whole chriſtianity is built, has 
not, that I know of, had that juſtice done 
to it, whereof it is capable, and which 
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INCE the finiſhing this letter, I 
have received Dr. LoBs's Brief De- 
fence, c. which I ſhall make ſome 
animadverſions on, as having a view 
1 . to your Diſcourſe of the Grounds, cc. 
” _— He ſays, * there is a modern, ſophiſtical ol- 
1 jection againſt miracles being a proof of the truth 
¶ the chriſtian religion, which, though it has 
been well anſwered by ſome, [ viz, Mr. Bullock 
and Mr. Green] he. begs leave to ſbew the va- 
51 N weakneſs of. The objection, he ſays, 
ii this. 5 
That miracles can never render a foun- 
<« dation valid, which is in itſelf invalid; 
can never make a falſe inference true; 
can never make a. prophecy. fulfilled, 
<< which is not fulfilled; can never make 
* thoſe things to be ſpoken concerning 
„ chriſt, which were not ſpoken concerning 
*« chriſt; and conſequently, that the miracles 
% Jaid to have been work d by chriſt, could not 
e poſſibly have been work'd by him; but muſt, of 
< neceſſity, together with the whole ſyſtem, both of 
© the old and new teſtament, have been wholly the 
effect of imagination, and enthuſiaſm, if not of 
+ Tmpoſture.” 81 5 
I. But where is this citation to be met 
with; that he calls an objection, which has been 
well anſwered by Mr. Bullock and Mr. Green. 
It is not to be found | in their anſwers, 
85 nor ] 
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nor] in your book, which has only the * * Dif. I 
firff words of the citation; all the latter 731, 32. ö 
bart, which I have put in Zalick character, 1 
being falſly and maliciouſly added by Dr. 
Loss, as if your words. There is, indeed, 4 

a learned + Author, who, after quoting your | Clark 
words, as above recited, adds the words I . E 

have printed in Halick; but that he does as „ien, 

his own inference from yours, and not as &c. p.6. 

our words, But how will that juſtify Dr. : 
Bear making the citation, as he gives it 
us, your objeftion ? Is the repreſentation of 

| ray ſenſe by an adverſary to be taken 
for a citation from you, and for an objeftion 
of yours? Is this a fair method of proceed- 
ing for a man, either with your book in his 
hand or at leaſt every where to be ſeen, to 
go to an adverſary's bock for an objection of 

yours; and what is ſtill worſe, to an adver- 

3 ſary, who does not pretend to give thoſe 
words above recited in FHalick character, 

„ which Dr. Los attributes to you, as your 
words, but only as his own inference; and 
whom therefore the Doctor tranſcribes, and 
[7 muſrepreſents, in order to put a falſe objec- 
tion and citation upon you, and to give a 
malicious repreſentation of you? Beſides, the 
learned author himſelf was manifeſtly miſ- 


taken in his inference. For how does it fol- 
low from theſe propoſitions of yours, © That | 
[2 © miracles can never render a foundation | 
2 valid, which is in itſelf invalid; can 


f never make a falſe inference true; can 
never make a prophecy fulfilled, which 
| [3 _ < 18 not fulfilled; can never make thoſe 
things to be ſpoken concerning” Chriſt, 

i which were not 5 concerning W | 
a | e 8 
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have been really worked by him; but 2 
fih how ke rea f. 24d, ins 7 of 


and new teſtament, haue been wholly the effect of 
LS Ag ee and enthufiaſm, if not of 1 


Clark, 
F. 28. 
Lobb, 


5. xi, xii. 


{ 7. vii. 


| Sher- 


' char 


is p 


this inference, both the learned author, 


and Dr. Loss themſelves muſt judge to be 
a falſe inference, unleſs they think the whole 


fem both of the old and new teſtament to 
have been ole: the effect of enthufiaſm, if not 
of impoſture for they both own the pre- 
mit to be ow —.— contend expreſly with 
you, * that miracles can never render à founda- 
tion valid, which is in itſelf invalid, &c. 

This ſeems a moſt diſhoneſt method of pro- 
ceeding in Dr. Lossz and I make that 
here en him for this patter ; Who 
d to * — r with 
+ diſhoneſt methods, without * one in- 
ſtance thereof to i upport 
II. So much of the words of the citation or 
objettion, as are yours, are ſelf-evident propo- 
tions, and — —— 4 
£0 wilt beings ave of te c2unh tf 12s 8 
religion, but as an objeftion to their being 
Proof, on the ſuppoſition, that the Meſliah- 

ſhip of Ixsus of Nazareth cannot be made 
out from the old teſtament. And your oy 
Jeftion is rightly underſtood and confirm 
by Dean Sner Lock, as a juſt and rt. 
tian obſervation, who ſays, || Hhether IEsus 


lock Uſe, i the perſon, * u, 7 by Moss and the 


e. 7. 49 Prophets, muſt be tri 


, e * 
and that it bas been very juſtly, as well as 


acutely ol ſerv d, that _ proof of this point 
n "ny galed on the evidence of prophecy. Mr. 


racles, | 
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conſider his anſwers to an objetron,. which 


m_— "T 71 F ol 
-acles, ſays the Dean, in this caſe | 

belp i the prophets have not ſpoken of 22 72 
the miracles in the world will not Reuß chat "hey 
have ſpoken o him. — 

80 that Dr, Loss is utterly miteked i it 
aſſerting. your objeition to be an. ii 
againſt miracles being a proof of the truth of 
chriſtianity : and. moreover, by owning 1 
truth of your objeftion, he owns it to be aj 
ejection 1 to miracles being a Proof of. the Tac of 


* IL It Sata therefore ſeem neelleſs to 


he miſtakes the deſign of, as well as falſy 

cites, However, let us conſider the three an. 
s he pretends to give, N | 

1. His firſt anſwer is, that indeed wo. man- * 5. xii 

ner of arguments can prove that to be tub, 

rs falſe z..0r that foundation to be valid, which is 

ſelf invalid; or a falſe inference ib be true 

or thoſe prophecies to be fulfilled, which have 


been filed; or thoſe things to 'be ſpoken. er 
ing Chriſt, which were not ſpoken concerning him - 


and THUS FAR ,he AGREES with the On- 
JECT.OR.: But, -adds he, how does it appear 
that. the 9 of the Chriſtian religion ts 7 
rhe invalid; or that any inference drawn by 
HRIST or his apoſtles is falſe; or that 2 
prophecy aſſerted by CHRIST or his. apoſtles to 
have. been. fled? has not been fulfilled , or that 


any thing they ſay was Jpoken concerning CnEIs x, 
- was not ſpoken concerning bim? None of theſe 


particulars haue been proud, and therefore 


the objection is groundleſs aud impertineit ; : and 
befi 
Jmea,. 


P ey abun = Support i it baue been con- 


Mein 


5 wat 26 R g 
* EV Y n 
Ws * * Fe þ "=P * ES 
; 1 . « 


where elſe by you] but is merel 


* 9 * _ Fe DF "I 2 ED I . WWWWWWWWWWWWW ener” © "OY 
Herein he gives up the point; for when 


he ſays, he thus far agrees with the objector, he 


agrees with you in all you ſay. And as to 
his asking how it appears, that the foundation 
of the Chriſtian religion is in itſelf invalid &c; 


what has that to do with the truth of your 


obſervation ? The invalidity of the foundation 
of chriſtianity is not denied in it, — any 
uppoſed 
here in the way of argument; and your ob- 
ſervation is equally true, whether the foun- 
dation of chriſtianity be in itſelf valid or 
invalid. The pertinency of your obſervation, 
which Dr. Lobb calls groundleſs and impertinent, 
and Dean Sherlock calls Juſt and acute, lies in 
s; that miracles prove nothing in the 


caſe of the application of old teſtament pro- 


phecies, which are only to be judg'd perti- 


& N. xiii. 


nently or impertinently applied, from the 
conſideration of their ſenſe, as they ſtand 
in the old teſtament; much leſs do miracles 
prove. any thing in caſe the prophecies are 
His ſecond anſwer is, that * though no argu- | 
ments can prove a propofition to be true, which is 
in itſelf falſe; yet miracle: may confirm a true 
teſtimony, the truth of which might not otherwiſe 


. be ſo evident ; and may make thoſe declarations to 


appear true, the truth whereof could not otherwiſe 


" :- ſo clearly demonſtrated. 


Herein alſo he yields to the truth of your 


'  -obſervation, and aſſerts the ſame thing you 


do. And as to his ſaying miracles may confirm 


à true teſtimony, the truth of which might nos 


otherwiſe be ſo evident; he himſelf very juſtly 
aſſerts that, as conſiſtent with the ſaid obſerva- 


tion; and conſequently cannot make that aſ- 
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| fertion to invalidate the obſervation, without 


being inconſiſtent with himſelf, I add, with 
reſet to the truth of the propoſition, that 


= 


miracles may confirm a true teſtimony, the truth A | 
whereof might not otherwiſe be ſo evident; that if 1 


he would make out that propoſition by rea- 
Fn, he ſhould prove that miracles [ which, 
as all agree, may be done by beings inferior 
to God, and even by evil beings] are certain 
marks of the veracity, as well as power of 
their author. 1 
His third anſwer is, * that nuthing can be * p. xy. 
more certain, than that the chriſtian religion was 
confirm d by miracles, that conſequently nothing can 
be more certain, than the truth of the chriſtian re- + 5. xvii. 
lion; f and conſequently, whatever dottrine is 
confirmd by this evidence muſt be concluded un- 
doabredly true, notwithſtanding ANY difficulties, 
that may attend it. * b, Y 
I this I reply, that this indeed is contra- - = 
dicting you, and alſo himſelf. For if miracles 3 
will confirm doctrines, norwithſtanding AN dif- | 
feulties in thoſe doctrines; they may then con- 
firm interpretations of the old teſtament, 
which ſeem to us ſor are] falſe; and may 
confirm Aoctriner which ſeem to us contrar 
to reaſdn, and to the common notions of - 
morality. ANY difficulty, as for example, 2 
diffieulty which cannot be anfwer'd [as || Dr. I p. 97. 
Los elſewhere expreſſes it] is a demonſtration | 
of the falſhood of the propoſition to which it 
lies: and it manifeſtly is ſo of a probable 
xropoſition or propofition grounded on pro- 
able evidence, and particularly in the caſe 
of Miracles; which admit only of Probable 
evidence that they were ever done, and can 


in themſelves. be pretended only to be eur. 
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bable proofs of the truth of propoſitions. And 


= 


it can only be probable, that they are proba- 
ble proofs of the truth of 8 And 
if a difficulty which cannot be anſwer d is à de- 
monſtration of the falſhood of the propoſition 
againſt which it lies, then to aſſert that whar- 
ever doctrine is confirm d by miracles muſt be un- 
doubtedly true, 3 ANY difficulties 
that may attend it, is all one as to ſay, that ni- 
rarles will prove, what is falſe to be true. _ 
Thus I have conſider'd the only direct at- 
tack, that Dr. Lops has made upon you; 
which ſince he was capable of grounding on 
a falſe quotation; a quotation not to be found 
in your book; a quotation, which, tho to be 
found in one of your adverſary's books, is, as 
it ſtands there, partly a quotation from you, 
and partly an inference of that adverſary, 
and by conſequence a falſe quotation in Dr. 
Loss, even from that Author; and, in fine, 
a quotation, ſo far as it conſiſts of your words, 
miſrepreſented by that author, who com- 
ments falſly upon it; I ſay ſince he was ca- 
pable of this, the reader may eaſily imagine, 
what his work, wherein he more generall 


and covertly expreſſes himſelf, muſt be, and 


how thick ſet it muſt be with miſtakes and 


* Pr. P. v. 


monſtrate the truth of it; ĩt is my humble opi- 


* 
ww —_— 
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falſe colours. And to his reader I leave him. 
I will only add a few obſervations on ſome par- 
ticulars of his work, which may be of als to 
thoſe, who write after him on the ſame ar- 
„„ 1 (ARG THE 293 
1. That ſince men pretend to write againſt 
the deiſts, and to prove the truth of chriſ- 


tianity to them; and ſince they pretend, 


that F there are many ſolid arguments, which: de- 
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nion, that they ſhould not call upon the de- 


Keen 


iſts * to ſhew, that God never bore witneſs to the * Ib. ſee 
truth of the goſpel, and that the evidences tnfiſted on «fo f. xv. 
to prove the affirmative, never exiſted. This puts I. | 
the deiſt upon an unreaſonable hardſhip; who 
may. juſtly require proofs from thoſs who 
would impoſe a reveal'd religion on them; 
and who may juſtly think it ſufficient, either 
merely to deny, till proofs are produc'd, or 
to invalidate the proofs produc d. It ſeems 
| ſtrange to require them to prove the falſhood 
of a revelation ¶ that is, indeed, of every ſup- 
pos'd revelation ] which may be offerd to 
them! that is, to prove every body in the 
wrong they think miſtaken! | 
It is alſo my opinion, that in arguing with 
deiſts, and in proving the truth of chriſtianity 
to them, men ſhould not argue from the 
Fact, or miracles, as related in the new teſta- || Deſenca, 
ment, till they have prov'd the divine au- P. 14-43: 
uy of the books of the new teſtament. 
ich yet Dr, Logg does, without offering 
any other proof of their authocity, but what 
is contain'd in theſe four general propo- 
ſitions : 3 a 8 
1. 1 That the writers f thoſe hiſtorical accounts I 5. 13+ 
contain d in the holy ſcriptures, knew them to be true. 
2, That they were men of known integrity; aud, 
manifeſtly, neither had, nor could have any worldly 
intereſt to induce them to give a falſe account of 
things; nay, that the writing and publiſhing the 
accounts we have in their books was plainly againſt 
their worldly intereſt, and expos d them to many 
kazards, and grievous ſuffering'. 3. That, h. 
they publiſt d their accounts, when they might eafs!y 
have been diſprov'd, if falſe, yet they were nt ber 
 diſprov'd by any — 4. That the extra rdi- 
LY 7 
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nary witneſs and teſtimony of God not only attended 


them, but thoſe that believ'd their hiſtory, and their 
doctrine ; thoſe that obey d the goſpel, they preach'd, 


and embrac'd the religion they taught 

TI alfo conceive it to be no good manner of 
arguing with the deiſts, to prove, that the 
e religion was confirm d by the diſtributions OC 
gifts of the holy gho&7, and 


whom Dr. Lops quotes from WHITE NJ 

own to the third century, aſſerting that the 
gifts of the ſpirit and the "yt to do miracles, 
exiſted in their times. The primitive fathers 
were ſuch miracle-mongers, and were either 
fo impog'd on by the falſe relations of others 
or ſuch forgers of them; as that inftead of 
verifying the truth of the miracles they re- 
port, they ſerve only to depretiate the force 


+Di/. of the of teſtimony in the caſe of miracles. f Tanta 


Grounds. fuit primis ſaculis, ſays the learned and pious 
Biſhop FELL, as cited by you, fingendi licentia, 


p- zo. 


tam prona in credendo ſacilitas, ut rerum geſtarum 


des graviter exinde laboraverit; nec orbis tantum 


terrarum, ſed & dei eccleſia de temporibus ſuts my- 
thicis merito queratur. And Mr, DODWEL, who 
was a remarkable admirer of the fathers, as 


well as moft.knowing in their Writings, gives 
this as a reaſon for not defending his 2 


tien concerning the paucity 0 the martyrs, VIZ. 


* tle great veneration he had for the goodneſs and 


piety of ſeveral of the fathers, who, he lays, were 


foo eaſy of belief of matter of fact, not ſufficiently 
aeſted. Beſides, I do not ſee, why Dr. Losz 


| ſhould confine miracles to the beginning of the 


third century. For if there is any truth in ec- 
cleſiaſtical hiſtory, miracles appear to have 


been more frequent and numerous afterwards, 


#4 Fl an! * 


f y other miracles, 
from ſome of the firſt fathers of the church 
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and e v. as popery prevail d; under 


b 

Vupich, not oy numerous miracles, in all 

places, are ſaid to have been done, but are 
alſo atteſted in moſt ample manner, and 


moſt particular enquiries have been made 

into the truth of the miracles of thoſe, who, 

upon account of the miracles wrought by 
| them, have been caxoxized for ſaims; as ap- 
pears by the 4s of their canonization. | | | 
II. Secondly, I conceive that the writers 

againſt the deiſts do not argue from a good 


topack, when they ſay, * It is an eaſy matter * De- 
for men of parts and learning, to puzzle common fence, 
people in the plaineſt caſes, and to ſtart difhculs ! 99 91+ 
ties, and raiſe objettions againſt the moſt evident 
truths,; and. ſo. artificially. to put propoſitions toge> 
ther, as. to make falſe conclufions ſeem naturally to 
follow. from them; and when they infer from 
the evidence they bring in behalf of chriſ- 
tianity, that men may be ſure of its truth, 
though: there ſhould be ten thouſand difficulties ob- 
jected to it, which they are not able to anſwer. 
Will not ſuch topicks ſerve any cauſe, and 
may they not be turn'd, with advantage, u 
the advocates of chriſtianity z which has all 
the education, all the intereſt and power in 
theſe: parts of the world, on its fide; and 
conſequently, therefore, almoſt all the men 
of parts aud learning on its fide, who know: how 
to puzzle the common people in the plaineſt caſes, 
and to ſtart difficulties againſt the moſt evident - 
truths, and ſo artificially put propoſitions. together, 
as to make falſe conclufions ſeem naturally to follow 
from them, and who, among other topicks-of 
perſuaſion, pretend, that a man ought to 
aſſent to propoſitions upon the proofs they 
give of their truth, chough there ſhould be ten 
9 ton ſand 
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thouſand difficulties objefled, which he is not able 


80 anſwer. | | 
III. Laftly I conceive, that in writin 
againft the deifts, they ſhould not be treated 


| * p, 104, 38 men of guile, and as in a dangerous ſtate, 


106, 


+ Ibid. 
7. 97- 


on account of their ſuppoſed errors, [which 
ought to be deemed involuntary] and for 
publiſhing them to the world. To treat men 
after this manner for opinions, which they 
are led into by their enquiries into the 
truth of things, is ſtopping all enquiry into 


truth, and ſubjecting them to a mere Lobbian 
authority, and, in a word, putting them 
into moſt irrational and abſurd ſtate, For 


if men can be guilty of fin, and in a dange- 
vous ſtate for any opinions, they take up 
with, in virtue of their exquiries, what enqui- 
ries will it be allowed men ſafely to make ? 


What marks, except the dictates of Dr. Loss, 


or others like him, are there, whereby to 
know, what opinions may be innocently af- 


ſented to, in virtue of enquiries, and what 


not? And will not any one, who is ſo weak 
as to be terrified with the fear of danger in 
embracing opinions, which are the effect 
of enquiry, naturally lay aſide all enquiries, 
and take up with the authority of a Loss 
for the opinions he receives? And indeed, 
if through fear of danger in enquiries, you 
lay aſide enquiries, and yet think it neceſ- 


fary to have opinions, nothing remains but 


to follow ſome of the different LoBBS, who 
will all aſſure you, that if you will follow 
their method, you may be ſure t of being in 
the right, and of being in a ſafe ſtate ; but 
that if you take another method, you will 


certainly | 
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oy be miſtaken, and be in a dangerous 
te. 880 
But what can be more abſurd, than for 
any man to take ſuch ſuperior airs to him- 
ſelf, and to aſſume to himſelf the ſole right 
of maintaining and publiſhing opinions, 
and to pretend himſelf to be guilty of no 
fault, hut praiſe-worthy in maintaining and 
publiſhing his opinions, and to charge others 
with guilt for maintaining and publiſhing 
their opinions; who have an equal right 
with him, to think for themſelves, and who 
have an equal right to be thought to purſue 
truth, and to be upright in their enquiries, 


| and ought not to be deemed leſs upright 


in their enquiries, and worſe purſuers of 
truth, for ſubjecting themſelves to the re- 
proach of the mob, the bigots, and the in- 
tereſted, and deſpiſing the common [quack] 
methods, which are viſibly the way to power 
and wealth? And let me add, that when men, 
who are all equal in the matter before us, 
pretend to give themſelves ſuperior airs, 
they lay as juſt a prejudice in their way 
from being liſten'd to, as others do, who 
retend to have infallible medicines, - and 
lame thoſe who will not receive their in- 
fallible medicines. Modeſty claims atten- 
tion, but confidence in the caſe juſtly pro- 
duces contempt : and the beſt and moſt fa- 
vourable conſtruction, that can be put upon 


all X folemn and pathetical expoſtulations 114 
and exhortations in the caſe, is to deem 5.83, 114 


them the effecta of enrhuſſaſm, as undoubtedly 
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| - Eſterday was dect to me, a Re- 
> view of the controverſy berween the an- 
thor of the Diſcourſe of the s and 
/ Teaſons of the chriſtian religion and his 
* in n letter to that author; which, I'm 
told, is written by a miniſter ok the 8 
in the Weſt of England. And I take 
caſion now offer d nie to recommend this 
gentleman to you and to introduce him into 
your” 'acquamtance. For in my opinion, 
whoever” reads him, will be por in his 
morals,” by converſing with ſo polite a 
ſon,” and in his notions of things by attend 
ing to the many fee obſer vatfons which 
occur throughout his book. And I cannot 
but hope for great good from his work; as it 
Puts oofitive] religion upon the foot of en- 
and reaſon, and allows all men to have 

an equal richt to publiſh their th ts, "7 
the following remarkably reafonaþle 
© equitable obſervation offer d to you, 705 


"4 Rd. fays he, * "fo Ms from grudging yon the liber 
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that I 1 wiſh it encreafed "x think # very 


unbecoming to claim a liberty for 6 our e wi h 
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we are not willing to indulge to others, If chriſtia- ; 
nity be not from God, 1 ſhould rejoice to ſee its im- 


| poſture detected. but as this is a matter of great 


conſequence, and as it muſt be allow'd, that there 
are confiderable things to be ſaid for, as well as a- 
gain#? it; ſo it is but fair to ſuffer the evidence on 
both fides to be brought into open light, and to let the - 


whole matter be carefully and impartialy conſider d. 


If chriſtianity be a divine doctrine, you will do a 


great ſervice to it, by. giving learned men opportu- 


nity of carefully weighing thofe difficulties, that do 
attend it : If it be not a divine doctrine, upon a tho- 
rough examination of the matter, this will appear to 
all; mankind will be undeceiv'd, the divine honour 
will be retriev'd, and you will have a fair opportu- 
nity of ſetting religion on a true and ſolid foundation; 
in which you will be aſſiſted by all candid, honest, and 
diſintereſted perſons. Totheſe moſt juſt thoughts, 
he ſubjoins a no leſs juſt expectation from 
ou; who, I am ſuce, intirely concur with 
Lim in the ſentiments therein contain'd, con- 
cerning the excellency of original, primitive 
chriſtianity, chriſtianity as deliver'd in the Scrip- 
tures, and the difference between that and 


chriſtianity as taught by ſome modern prieſts 


and in the roman church. I am ſenfible, Sir, 


ſays he, that the vicious, the idle, and the intereſted 


part of chriſtians: are again#t ſuch a free aud impar- 


tial examination of things as I here propoſe ; but I 
hope you will be ſo candid as. to judge of the genius 
and ſpirit of chriſtiauity from its own rules, laid 


down in the original writings of the firs? diſciples of 
our lord, and not from the corrupt notions which anti: 
chriſtianiſm has introduc d, and the practice of a 
great number of weak and wicked men, in theſe latter 
ages, calling themſelves _—_ ns, I hope what you 
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have ſeen of the knavery of modern priefts, will not 
| breed a jealouſy in you, concerning the defigns of the 

ancients. I hope you will not judge of chriſtianity 
by the genius and defign of popery, any more than of 


natural religion, by heatheniſm, which are alike cor- 


ruptions of true religion. . n. 
l have, in my foregoing papen, cited the in- 
1 genious Dean SHER LOCK againſt Mr. GREEN 


and Dr LoBs, for his approbation of your a. 
ſertion concerning miracles, being no proof of 


chriſtianity of themſelves without prophecy ; 

which aſſertion they have both thought fit to 

attack, as antichriſtian, Let me add two paſ- 

ſages out of the no leſs ingenious author of 

*p.2 the Review, who ſays to you, that he * ſoon ſub- 
mitted to that clear evidence which you produc d for 
miracles not being of themſelves a Libs proof of 
chriſtianity ;, and now freely owns, that he is more 

throughly convinc'd of the ſtrength of your reaſonings 

on that head, from the 9 of your adverſary s; 

4 b. 6. and that f let a man work never ſo many miracles, 
as long as he did not anſwer the charafters of the 
M:ſſias in the old teſtament, the Fews had rea- 
fon to rejef# him. But it is not _ for their 
fakes, that I ſend you theſe two paſlages of our 
author, but alſo to take occaſion to propoſe 
the conſideration of the point to the moſt in- 
genious and learned author of the late miſcel 
| * Vol. 1. p. Janea ſacra, who ſays, * chriſt mu#7 then ¶ that is, 
= 77 in virtue of miracles, &c.] be ſubmitted to, as the 
Ss - = teacher and the king of God's people; and all that 
* the apoſtles, his ambaſſadors, have taught or com- 
manded us, from him, or from his ſpirit, mut be 
"receiv d with faith and obedience, * Though we could 
not ſhew one old teſtament prophecy to re- 
ate to him. If this notion can efended 
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[7 againſt theſe learned men Tas well as 
- you] I am perſuaded the author of miſce/lanea ; 
a ſacra can do it; who has all the talents neceſ. 


ſary to defend all defenſible points. And if 

it can be defended, I wiſh it were: for it 
| ſeems highly proper to be done at a tine, 
when ſo many learned men give up the point 
to you; who think it a conceſſion of the utmoſt 
importance to you in your diſpute, as, it ies 
evident, the author of the miſcellaneaſacra al _ 2 


3 IS. a HE eas. 


ſo does. ö # 2 q 
* ” * 
* 
* 
- 
- 
* 
. _ 
* 
0 
22 
* 
= * . 2 
5 4 
. N 4 
4 * 


. 


. J 
* 
1 4 ab * A. # i. — en Mt: 4 on: 2 . 1 ä 
. 4 
* 7 93 75 N — 
* 4 * oF 
» 
1 * * 
N . 
; 5 
P «; Al 
* & 
þ 4 # 
? x 


— 


A 


+ 


Line 3. for 


3 
00 


Jael, "A 
rine 


r. dot 


„ ibid. J. 12. f. 


. 
» 
tne 


£ 


F. promſing, 


F. Sven. 


rines, 


37. L 17. 


7 


ever 


32» _ 
> r. proofs 
7. 59. U. 17. 


7. Jaels 


